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Analytic modeling of gravitational waves from inspiraling eccentric binaries poses an interesting
mathematical challenge. When constructing analytic waveforms in the frequency domain, one has
to contend with the fact that the phase of the Fourier integral in non-monotonic, resulting in a
breakdown of the standard stationary phase approximation. In this work, we study this breakdown
within the context of catastrophe theory. We find that the stationary phase approximation holds
in the context of eccentric Keplerian orbits when the Fourier frequency satisfies fmin < f < fmax,
where fmin/max are integer multiples of the apocenter/pericenter frequencies, respectively. For values
outside of this interval, the phase undergoes a fold catastrophe, giving rise to an Airy function
approximation of the Fourier integral. Using these two different approximations, we generate a
matched asymptotic expansion that approximates generic Fourier integrals of Keplerian motion
for bound orbits across all frequency values. This asymptotic expansion is purely analytic and
closed-form. We discuss several applications of this investigation and the resulting approximation,
specifically: 1) the development and improvement of effective fly-by waveforms for binary black
holes, 2) the transition from burst emission in the high eccentricity limit to wave-like emission in
the quasi-circular limit, which results in an analogy between eccentric gravitational wave bursts
and Bose-Einstein condensates, and 3) the calculation of f-mode amplitudes in eccentric binary
neutron stars and black hole-neutron star binaries in terms of complex Hansen coefficients. The
techniques and approximations developed herein are generic, and will be useful for future studies of
gravitational waves from eccentric binaries within the context of post-Newtonian theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The emission of gravitational waves (GWs) from bi-
nary systems comprised of compact objects generally
causes the orbital eccentricity to decay [1, 2]. While
the isolated binary black hole (BBH) formation chan-
nel, consisting of two mutually evolving giant stars, will
typically lead to binaries with negligible eccentricity in
the detection band of ground-based GW detectors [3–8],
dynamically assembled BBHs formed in dense stellar en-
vironments and AGN disks can possess arbitrarily large
orbital eccentricity [9–18]. Eccentricity thus provides a
clean indicator of the origin of GW signals from com-
pact binary coalescences (CBCs), baring the possibility
of confusion with other relativistic two-body effects, such
as precession [19], and detector noise [20]. Indeed, reanal-
ysis of the signals already detected have found signatures
of eccentricity in four of the confirmed detections, pro-
viding the first evidence that some of the sources already
observed are dynamically assembled [21, 22].

While the development of waveform templates for ec-
centric binaries has historically lagged behind other bi-
nary sources, the topic is receiving steadily increasing
attention. Analytic models of the inspiral phase have
been developed for binaries with eccentricity e ≲ 0.6 to
third post-Newtonian (PN) order [23, 24], and in the high
eccentricity (e ∼ 1) limit at leading PN order (so-called
Newtonian order in both conservative and dissipative dy-
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namics) [25, 26]. Significant progress has also been made
to extend the effective one-body (EOB) waveforms to
arbitrary eccentricity [27–29], as well as extend the PN
inspiral-only waveforms to full inspiral-merger-ringdown
(IMR) waveforms [30]. However, presently it is difficult
to quantify exactly how accurate these waveform mod-
els are in the high eccentricity regime due to the lack of
an “exact” waveform, specifically those provided by nu-
merical relativity (NR). While initial data of relevance to
BBHs generally results in a non-negligible amount of or-
bital eccentricity, computational limitations have histori-
cally prevented the simulation of binaries with moderate
and high eccentricity beyond a few orbital cycles [31–
33]. Recent progress toward addressing this may be found
in [34].
Within the context of PN theory, the analytic model-

ing of eccentric binaries has proven to be mathematically
rich, and challenging. Due to Fourier space reducing the
complexity of GW data analysis, the end goal of analytic
waveform modeling is usually to develop a closed-form
expression (i.e. one that does not require an infinite sum-
mation of terms, or evaluation of numerical integrals) for
the waveform template in terms of frequency rather than
time. Even in the time domain, modeling of eccentric
orbits can be challenging, and it is well known even at
the Newtonian level that the dynamics can generically
only be reduced to quadratures [35]. Explicit solutions
require either perturbative techniques [36] or Fourier se-
ries methods [23, 37].
When transforming to the frequency domain, one has

to solve an integral of an oscillatory function with com-
plicated phase behavior [23]. The general technique for
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evaluating such integrals is the application of the sta-
tionary phase approximation (SPA) [38]. However, for
eccentric binaries, the SPA generally breaks down, un-
less one performs a suitable transformation of the in-
tegrand to avoid singularities in the approximation, as
was done in [23, 39, 40]. The same procedure was used
in [25, 41] to develop effective fly-by (EFB) waveforms,
which aim to model the GW bursts from highly eccen-
tric binaries. While these methods have been very useful
for developing waveform models of low and moderately
eccentric binaries to high PN order, they have failed for
highly eccentric binaries due to the complicated struc-
ture of the PN-extended Fourier series description of the
two-body problem [42]. As a result, the high eccentric-
ity EFB waveforms of [25, 41] have not been extended
beyond leading PN order.

In this paper, we take a step toward resolving this
problem, while also simultaneously elucidating the com-
plicated phase and frequency structure of GWs from ec-
centric binaries. The Fourier integrals in question possess
a phase function of the form Ψ = 2πft−mV , with time t,
frequency f , true anomaly of the orbit V , and harmonic
number m, which only takes integer values. This phase
function mimics those found in the study of the full in-
spiral of eccentric CBCs. We show that stationary points
only exists when a particular condition is satisfied, specif-
ically when the Fourier frequency is between the apocen-
ter and pericenter frequencies, multiplied by the integer
m. When the Fourier frequency equals either of these, the
SPA obtains a singularity and becomes divergent. Such a
singularity is referred to as a catastrophe, and the study
of such quantities is known as catastrophe theory [43–46].
In the high frequency limit, specifically when the Fourier
frequency is greater than the pericenter frequency, the
SPA is no longer valid, and the Fourier integrals are ap-
proximated by an Airy function response. We develop
a matched asymptotic expansion across the catastrophe,
which provides a closed-form and analytic expression for
generic Fourier integrals of Keplerian quantities.

After developing the matched asymptotic expansion,
we investigate a number of applications of this result.
First, we consider the construction of new EFB wave-
forms. By computing the match (or faithfulness) [47] be-
tween numerical PN waveforms and the new EFB wave-
forms, we find that the analytic waveforms are a faith-
ful representation of waveforms that may exist in na-
ture. Second, we use the investigation of the critical
points of the phase function Ψ to characterize the be-
havior of GWs from inspiraling eccentric binaries, which
presents an intriguing connection with Bose-Einstein con-
densates. Lastly, we show that the asymptotic expan-
sions can be used to approximate Hansen coefficients,
which are quantities appearing in the Fourier series de-
scription of generic Keplerian orbital quantities [48].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we provide a brief overview of catastrophe the-
ory to provide an introduction to the methodology used
in following sections. In Sec. III, we define the Fourier

integral E±
m(f) under investigation, and study the SPA

and high frequency limit in Secs. IIIA 1 & IIIA 2, respec-
tively. We develop the matched asymptotic expansion in
Sec. III B, and discuss its applications in Sec. IV. Finally,
we discuss future directions in Sec. V. Throughout this
work, we use units where G = c = 1.

II. CATASTROPHE THEORY: A PRIMER

Consider a generalized Fourier integral of the form

I(x) =

∫ b

a

A(t)eixΨ(t)dt , (1)

where [A(t),Ψ(t)] are smooth arbitrary functions of t.
Such integrals appear frequently in physical applications,
a few being general diffraction problems [49–52], radio
astronomy [53–56], and quantum path integrals [57, 58].
For some choices of the functions [A(t),Ψ(t)] the integral
is known explicitly in closed form. However, in general,
this is not true and one typically has to look for approxi-
mate solutions. The methods of obtaining such solutions
fall into the purview of asymptotic analysis. The most
common method employed is that of the stationary phase
approximation (SPA) [38], wherein one searches for sta-
tionary points of the phase defined as

Ψ̇(t⋆) = 0 (2)

where the over dot corresponds to differentiation with
respect to time t. The time t that solves this is the
stationary point t⋆. When the stationary point exists,
the integral in Eq. (1) becomes dominated by the region
around t⋆ and it is suitable to Taylor expand both the
phase and amplitude, specifically

Ψ(t) ∼ Ψ(t⋆) +
1

2
Ψ̈(t⋆)(t− t⋆)

2 +O
[
(t− t⋆)

3
]
, (3)

A(t) ∼ A(t⋆) +O (t− t⋆) . (4)

The integral can now be evaluated by taking the limits
of integration to infinity, which is acceptable since the
integrand oscillates rapidly outide of the region around
the stationary point t⋆, and thus will evaluate to a small
number. The end result is

I(x) ∼
√

2π

x|Ψ̈(t⋆)|
A(t⋆)e

ix[Ψ(t⋆)+sign[Ψ̈(t⋆)]π/4] (5)

which is the simplest version of the SPA.
Now, suppose that the phase function in not simply

a function of time t, but also of a parameter λ, i.e.
Ψ = Ψ(t, λ). We can still search for stationary points
satisfying

Ψ̇(t⋆, λ) = 0 , (6)

but now the stationary point will be manifestly a func-
tion of the parameter, specifically t⋆ = t⋆(λ). Typically,
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this is not an issue, and one simply has to promote all
functions of t⋆ in Eq. (5) to functions of λ. However, if
there is a value of λ = λc such that

Ψ̈(λc) = Ψ̈[t⋆(λc), λc] = 0 , (7)

then the SPA given by Eq. (5) diverges at λc, forming a
catastrophe.

The types of catastrophes relevant to the topic of this
paper are known as fold catastrophes. A simple example
that elucidates this phenomenon is a classical particle
moving in a one dimensional “sombrero” potential

V (z, a) = z4 + az2 , (8)

where a is a real-valued parameter, and z is the position
of the particle. The equilibria of this system are found
by solving

V ′(z, a) = 4z3 + 2az = 0 , (9)

where the prime correponds to differentiation with re-
spect to z. The nature of the equilibria (which are sta-
tionary points), and as a result, the dynamics of the par-
ticle, depend on the value of the parameter a. When
a is positive, there is only one stationary point, namely
z = 0, which is stable since V ′′(0, a) > 0. As a decreases
and reaches zero, the potential becomes increasingly flat
at the stationary point. However, when a is negative,
the behavior of the equilibrium changes. The necessary
equation to solve for the equilibria is now

4z3 − 2|a|z = 0 , (10)

for which there are now three stationary points, specif-
ically z = 0 and z = ±

√
|a|/2. The two new equilibria

are stable, while the previous equilibrium at z = 0 is
now unstable, and the particle will “decay” to one of the
stable equilibria under small perturbations. This sudden
change in behavior of the system is the reason why the
point a = 0 is called a catastrophe. Fig. 1 provides a
visual graphic of this behavior, along with a bifurcation
diagram in the bottom panel showing how the equilibria
evolve as a function of the parameter a.
The above example of a fold catastrophe is a basic

model of spontaneous symmetry breaking [59], a phenom-
ena that appears frequently in many branches of physics,
not least of which is the Higgs mechanism in particle
physics. The behavior of many dynamical systems can
be well understood within the context of catastrophe the-
ory, and the discussion presented in this section is merely
a simple introduction to the topic for the purpose of pro-
viding background on the problem at hand. However,
before moving on, it is important to note that catastro-
phe theory does not provide a tool set of how to deal with
catastrophes in the setting of Fourier transforms. In fact,
catastrophe theory merely provides a means of classifying
the singular points of a dynamical system, with the end
goal of obtaining a deeper understanding of the behavior
of the system. In order to properly approximate the be-
havior of a dynamical system through a catastrophe in a

uniform manner, the tools provided by asymptotic analy-
sis are typically required. Since asymptotic analysis is a
broad topic, we simply point the reader to the following
text on the topic [38].

III. ECCENTRIC CATASTROPHES

In this section, we discuss the presence of catastrophes
in the context of eccentric binaries on Keplerian orbits.
While the discussion is limited to Newtonian (or leading
PN) order, it forms the basis necessary to analyze binary
dynamics in general relativity (GR) within the context
of PN theory.

A. Keplerian Orbits & Definitions

Keplerian orbits describe the motion of two bodies or-
biting around a common center of mass within Newto-
nian gravity [35]. The motion of two point masses in
Newtonian gravity has sufficient symmetries that the mo-
tion can be confined to a plane, spanned by the coordi-
nates (r, ϕ) and with a normal described by the orbital

angular momentum vector L⃗. A sufficient solution in the
form of quadratures for the motion is given by

r12 =
p

1 + e cosV
, (11)

V̇ = Ω(1 + e cosV )
2
, (12)

where r12 is the radial separation of the two objects, V =
ϕ12 − ω is the true anomaly with ϕ12 the orbital phase
and ω the longitude of pericenter, Ω = (M/p3)1/2 with
M the total mass of the binary, and (p, e) are the semi-
latus rectum and eccentricity of the orbit respectively.
In the absence of perturbations, (p, e) are constants of
motion and are directly related to the orbital energy E

and magnitude of the orbital angular momentum L = |L⃗|
by

E = −µM
2p

(1− e2) , L = µ (Mp)
1/2

, (13)

where µ = m1m2/M is the reduced mass of the binary,
with m1,2 the binary component masses.
Now, consider the following Fourier integral,

E±
m(f) =

∫ π

−π

dℓ

n
e±imV e2πift , (14)

and it’s associated integrals,

Cm(f) =

∫ π

−π

dℓ

n
cos(mV )e2πift =

1

2

[
E+
m(f) + E−

m(f)
]
,

(15)

Sm(f) =

∫ π

−π

dℓ

n
sin(mV )e2πift =

1

2i

[
E+
m(f)− E−

m(f)
]
.

(16)
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FIG. 1. Top: Bifurcation diagram showing the location of equilibria for a classical particle moving in a one-dimensional
potention V (z, a) = z4 + az2, with parameter a. The style of each line indicates whether the equilibria are stable (solid) or
unstable (dashed). For a > 0, only one equilibrium exists at z = 0 (magenta line). For a < 0, two stable equilibria exist at

z = ±
√

|a|/2 (cyan line), while the equilibrium at z = 0 becomes unstable. The transition point at a = 0 corresponds to a
fold catastrophe. The vertical dot-dashed lines show select values of a that are used in the bottom plots. Bottom: Plot of the
potential V (z, a) for different values of a corresponding to the vertical dot-dashed lines in the bifurcation diagram. From left
to right, a = [−1.5, 0, 1.5].

In the above expressions, ℓ = n(t − tp) in the mean
anomaly, and we take m > 0. These integrals can be
thought of as short-time Fourier transforms, where the
time interval is given by a single orbital cycle, rather than
all time. Such quantities appear frequently in the study
of eccentric binaries within the PN formalism [23, 37],
and are actually a limit of the more general Hansen co-
efficients [48] which will be made clearer in Sec. IVC.
Due to the complicated nature of the true anomaly V (t),
typically there are no closed-form expressions for these
integrals except for some exceptional values of m. Thus,
we must resort to approximate methods of solving the
integral in Eq. (14).

1. Stationary Phase Approximation

The integral in Eq. (14) can be directly mapped to
the generalized Fourier integral in Eq. (1). As such, the
same techniques for evaluating it apply, and we begin by
searching for any stationary points of the phase defined
by Ψ±(t) = 2πft±mV (t), with V (t) given by Eq. (12).

The stationary points will satisfy Ψ̇± = 0, which gives
the equation

2πf ±mΩ (1 + e cosV⋆)
2
= 0 , (17)

with V⋆ = V (t⋆) being the stationary point. The two
solutions for V⋆ are then

V
(1)
⋆ = cos−1

[
1

e

(√
∓2πf

mΩ
− 1

)]
, V

(2)
⋆ = −V (1)

⋆ .

(18)
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The existence of stationary points depends on the values
of (f, e) for any given Ω. First, the stationary points only
exist for positive frequencies for the Ψ− (the ‘+’ sign in
Eq. (18)) and for negative frequencies for Ψ+ (the ‘−’
sign in Eq. (18)). For the remainder of the discussion,
we will focus on Ψ−, since the calculation for Ψ+ follows
the same steps, but only for negative frequencies. We
provide a suitable approximation for E+

m(f) for positive
frequencies in Appendix C.

The above considerations indicate that the argument
of the inverse cosine in Eq. (18) must be between [−1, 1].
For any given (Ω, e), this means that the frequency f
must be between fmin and fmax in order for the stationary
points to exist, where

fmin =
mΩ

2π
(1− e)2 , fmax =

mΩ

2π
(1 + e)2 . (19)

Note that these are integer multiples of the Fourier fre-
quencies of apastron and periastron, respectively. When
f = fmin, the stationary points sit at the edge of the

domain of integration, specifically V
(1)
⋆ = −V (2)

⋆ = π.
When f = fmax, the stationary points coalescence and

become V
(1)
⋆ = V

(2)
⋆ = 0. For fmin < f < fmax, the SPA

is a valid approximation and Eq. (14) evaluates to

[
E−
m(f)

]
SPA

= 2

√
2π

Ψ̈−,⋆
cos
(π
4
−Ψ−,⋆

)
, (20)

where

Ψ−,⋆ = 2πft
(
V

(2)
⋆

)
−mV

(2)
⋆ , (21)

Ψ̈−,⋆ = 4eΩ2

(
2πf

mΩ

)3/2
1− 1

e2

(√
2πf

mΩ
− 1

)2
1/2

(22)

and we have summed over the contribution from both
stationary points to obtain Eq. (20). This constitutes
the SPA of Eq. (14).

It is straightforward to show that Ψ̈−,⋆(f =
fmin/max) = 0, and thus the SPA given in Eq. (20) pos-
sesses catastrophes at f = fmax and f = fmin. Because
fmin is the frequency associated with apastron, it is typi-
cally very small, especially in the context of highly eccen-
tric GW burst sources for ground based detectors. Here,
we will primarily concern ourselves with the catastrophe
that occurs at f = fmax. It is worth pointing out that
there is a point where Ψ̇− ̸= 0, but Ψ̈− = 0, specifically
the saddle point V = Vc = 0. When f = fmax, the sta-
tionary points coalescence with Vc, creating the relevant
fold catastrophe. At higher frequencies, the stationary
points disappear, and the integral of E−

m is dominated
by the saddle point. The top panel of Fig. 2 provides
a bifurcation diagram that explicitly shows the evolution
of the stationary points (solid line) for an example binary
with e = 0.9 and harmonic number m = 2. The catastro-
phe is displayed by the blue circle at f/Ω = 1.149, with

Vc shown in the dashed line. Note that Vc is present at all
frequencies, but it’s contribution to E−

m is subdominant
below fmax.

2. High Frequency Approximation

Since it is clear now that the SPA fails when f ≥ fmax,
how does one approximate the behavior of the integral
in Eq. (14)? We follow a similar procedure to the SPA,
but we instead expand about the saddle point at V =
0 = ℓ, which corresponds to t = tp (i.e. periastron). The
expansion of V near periastron can be achieved using
repeated differentiation of Eq. (12), specifically

V (ψ) = (1 + e)2ψ − e(1 + e)5
ψ3

3
+O(ψ5) , (23)

where ψ = ℓ/ϵ3/2 = Ω(t− tp). Applying this to Eq. (14),
we have

E−
m(f) ∼ e2πiftp

Ω

∫ ∞

−∞
dψ ei[∆(f)ψ+σψ3/3] (24)

with

∆(f) =
2πf

Ω
−m(1 + e)2 , σ = me(1 + e)5 . (25)

Note that ∆(f) ≥ 0 due to the fact that we are working
in the limit f ≥ fmax. Further, we have taken the limits
of integration to infinity, in the same manner as the SPA.
The integral in Eq. (24) can be mapped to the integral
definition of the Airy function Ai(x) [60, 61], and thus[

E−
m(f)

]
high−f

=
2π

σ1/3Ω
e2πiftpAi

[
∆(f)/σ1/3

]
, (26)

which provides a sufficient approximation for f ≫ fmax.
Before proceeding, it is worth understanding the

asymptotic behavior of the above expression. For
large arguments, the Airy function exponentially decays.
Thus, when f ≫ fmax, Eq. (26) becomes

E−
m(f) ∼ e−(2/3)z3/2

z1/4
, (27)

where z = ∆(f)/σ1/3. While the methods to obtain
Eq. (26) assumed f ≥ fmax, Eq. (26) is regular for
f < fmax, and it is instructive to take this limit as well.
When f ≪ fmax, Eq. (26) becomes

E−
m(f) ∼ cos

(
π
4 − 2

3 |z|3/2
)

|z|1/4 (28)

where z < 0. Comparing this to the SPA in Eq. (20),
we find remarkable similarity in the functional form of
these approximations. This implies that the SPA and
Airy approximations are actually asymptotic expansions
with an overlapping region of validity. For approxima-
tions that have this type of behavior, the creation of a
uniform (or matched) asymptotic expansion is possible
using asymptotic matching [38].
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FIG. 2. Top: Bifurcation diagram of the phase Ψ−(t) = 2πft − mV (t) for m = 2 and e = 0.9 as a function on f/Ω. The
stationary points (cyan lines) appear at V = ±π (cyan points) at fmin. As the frequency increases, the stationary points move
toward the origin, and finally coalesce at V = 0 when f = fmax (blue point). At higher frequencies, the stationary points
disappear, and the saddle point (blue dashed line) dominates the phase. The vertical dot-dashed lines show particular values
of f/Ω that are displayed in the bottom plots. Bottom: Plot of cosΨ− for m = 2 and at select values of f/Ω corresponding to
the black dot-dashed lines in the top plot, specifically f/Ω = [0.3, 1.149, 1.4] from left to right.

B. Matched Asymptotic Expansion

We now consider the creation of a matched asymptotic
expansion to approximate Eq. (14). The formal details
of the method can be found, for example, in [38, 62, 63],
while some applications within the field of gravitational
physics can be found in [26, 64–71]. In our case, the
two regimes of validity have been detailed in Sec. III A 1
& IIIA 2, and the matching region is the region around
fmax. Below, we provide the details of the matching pro-
cedure, and include subdominant effects due to the finite
limits of integration in Eq. (14).

1. A Leading Order Approximation

Based on the asymptotic behavior of E−
m(f) given in

Eqs. (20) & (26), we propose that a suitable matched
asymptotic expansion (MAE) across the critical point at

f = fmax is[
E−
m(f)

]
MAE

=
2π

σ1/3Ω
eα(f)Ai [−βm(f)] e2πiftp , (29)

where [α(f), βm(f)] are unknown functions that will be
fixed via matching. To do the matching, we define a new
variable ζ such that,

f =
mΩ

2π
(1 + e− 2eζ)

2
, (30)

which maps the domain f ∈ [fmin, fmax] to ζ ∈ [1, 0].
Near the fold catastrophe, ζ ≪ 1 and it suffices to con-
sider Taylor expansions of all relevant quantities about
ζ = 0. Thus, we posit

α(f) =

∞∑
k=1

αkζ
k , βm(f) =

∞∑
k=1

βkζ
k . (31)

with unknown coefficients (αk, βk). The goal of the com-
putation is to determine the coefficients (αk, βk).
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Typically, when constructing matched asymptotic ex-
pansions, one has to match the master function in both
regimes of validity. However, by virture of our choice in
Eq. (29), we have already used knowledge of the high
frequency expansion in Eq. (24). As a result, the un-
known constants (αk, βk) can all be fixed by performing
the matching in the region f < fmax, where the SPA is
the leading order approximation. Performing the asymp-
totic expansion of Eq. (29) about β → ∞, we have to
leading order[

E−
m(f)

]
MAE

∼ 2
√
π

σ1/3Ω

eα(f)

[βm(f)]
1/4

× cos

{
π

4
− 2

3
[βm(f)]

3/2

}
e2πiftp . (32)

We only carry out the expansion here to leading order,
since the SPA only constitutes the leading order asymp-
totic expansion of E−

m(f) in the region fmin < f < fmax.
Comparing Eq. (32) to the SPA in Eq. (20), one can see
that the functions [α(f), βm(f)] map directly to the am-
plitude and phase of the SPA, specifically

α(f) = ln

[
σ1/3Ω

√
2

Ψ̈−,⋆

(
3

2
Ψ−,⋆

)1/6
]
, (33)

βm(f) =

(
3

2
Ψ−,⋆

)2/3

. (34)

Thus, once one knows the Taylor expansions of
[Ψ−,⋆, Ψ̈−,⋆] in Eqs. (21) & (22) about ζ = 0, one can
easily map these to Eq. (31) to obtain [αk, βk]. We pro-
vide these mappings explicitly in Appendix A. At this
stage, all of the unknown quantitites are fixed, and the
development of the MAE in Eq. (29) is complete.

Before continuing, it is worth noting a few things about
these results. First, up to the overall factor of e2πiftp ,
the SPA in Eq. (20), the high frequency approximation
in Eq. (26), and the MAE in Eq. (29) are all real-valued,
while the original integral in Eq. (14) appears complex.
However, the real part of Eq. (14) is actually even on the
domain ℓ ∈ [−π, π], while the imaginary part is odd. As
a result, the imaginary part vanishes upon evaluating the
integral, and E−

m(f) becomes real-valued.
Second, we have not repeated these computations for

E+
m at this point. As stated previously, the reason for

this is that there are no stationary points for E+
m for

f > 0, nor does the saddle point at V = 0 dominate
the integral for f > fmax. In fact, rather than having
the behavior shown in the bottom panels of Fig. 2, the
integral for E+

m has the opposite behavior, i.e. it be-
comes highly oscillatory near V = 0 while oscillating less
rapidly near V = ±π. As a result, the analysis of E+

m(f)
becomes simpler when f > 0, and we provide a suit-
able analytic approximation in Appendix C. However,
for negative frequencies, E+

m(f) and E−
m(f) switch roles.

In fact, it is straightforward to show from Eq. (14) that

E+
m(−f) = [E−

m(f)]
†
, where † corresponds to complex

conjugation.

2. Beyond Leading Order

The response of the integral in Eq. (14) is oscillatory
due to the finite limits of integration, while the MAE in
Eq. (29) is not since we have performed the asymptotic
approximation of taking the limits to infinity. The MAE
thus constitutes the leading order terms in an asymptotic
expansion of Eq. (14), with the oscillations arising from
sub-dominant effects. These oscillatory effects are im-
portant to some of the applications in Sec. IV, so we will
here provide analytic expressions for these corrections.
To begin, we re-write Eq. (14) as

E−
m(f) = F

[
e−imV

]
− e2πiftp

[
R(f) +R†(f)

]
(35)

where F is the (all-time) Fourier transform

F [g] =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt g(t)e2πift , (36)

with g(t) an arbitrary function, and R(f) is the remain-
der integral, defined as

R(f) =

∫ ∞

π

dℓ

n
e−imV e2πifℓ/n . (37)

The Fourier transform in Eq. (36) is approximated by
the MAE in Eq. (29). Much like the development of
the MAE, we must understand the critical points of the
integrand of R(f). Since we are neglecting radiation re-
action, the phase is oscillatory in the range ℓ ∈ [−π, π],
and repeats for values outside of this range. However,
because we are interested in the response over a single
orbit, we only consider the critical points in this range.
Thus, the only relevant critical points are the station-
ary points defined in Eq. (18), and the saddle points at
V = 0 and V = ±π. When f > fmin, the remainder inte-
gral is dominated by the saddle points at V = ±π. Note
that the contribution from V = −π is already handled by
R†(f), so it suffices to only consider one of these points.
Expanding the phase of Eq. (37) about V = ℓ = π, we

obtain

R(f) ∼ eiΨ−,π

∫ ∞

π

dℓ

n
ei[Ψ̇−,π(ℓ−π)+

...
Ψ −,π(ℓ−π)3/3!] (38)

where

Ψ−,π =
2π2f

(1− e2)3/2Ω
− πm , (39)

Ψ̇−,π =
2π(f − fmin)

n
, (40)

...
Ψ−,π = −2me(1− e)5

(1− e2)3/2
. (41)

The integral in Eq. (38) is a special case of the incom-
plete Airy function [72], and can be evaluated either by
repeated integration by parts, or by Watson’s lemma [38]
upon suitable deformation of the integration contour.
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However, it is actually possible to obtain an exact answer
to the integral in Eq. (38) by combining it with R†(f).
The sum R(f) +R†(f) can be re-arranged to obtain

R(f) +R†(f) =
2

n
cosΨ−,π

∫ ∞

π

dℓ cos [δΨπ(ℓ)]

+
2

n
sinΨ−,π

∫ ∞

π

dℓ sin [δΨπ(ℓ)] (42)

where

δΨπ(ℓ) = Ψ̇−,π (ℓ− π) +

...
Ψ−,π

3!
(ℓ− π)

3
(43)

By suitable change of variables, the first integral above
becomes the integral definition of the Airy function
Ai(x), while the second becomes the integral definition
of Scorer’s function Gi(x) [60, 61, 73], specifically

Gi(x) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dt sin(xt+ t3/3) (44)

Thus,

R(f) +R†(f) =
2π

n
ρ(e,m)

{
cosΨ−,πAi[γ(f)]

+ sinΨ−,πGi[γ(f)]

}
(45)

where

ρ(e,m) =

(
2

|
...
Ψ−,π|

)1/3

, γ(f) = |Ψ̇−,π|A(e,m) .

(46)

The approximation in Eq. (45) holds for f ≥ fmax,
but what are the proper approximations for the low
frequency regime f ≤ fmin and for the SPA interval
f ∈ [fmin, fmax]? When f ≤ fmin, there are no criti-
cal points and the inflection points at V = ±π dominate
the response. As a result, the integral in Eq. (14) for
f ≤ fmin can be mapped into the form of Eq. (42), but
with Ψ−,π → −Ψ−,π. Meanwhile, in the critical region,
the response is dominated by the SPA of Eq. (36) which
results in the MAE. This does not hold for f < fmin, and
thus, must be suitable windowed. The form of the SPA
in Eq. (20) results from taking the limits of integration to

infinity, but only holds up to a remainder of O(|Ψ̈−,⋆|−1).
These corrections actually result from the fact that the
original integral is only over a finite time window. Fur-
ther, these effects are actually subdominant compared to
those of Eq. (45), with the exception of a small region
near f = fmin. Thus, a suitable approximant to Eq. (14)
is

E−
m(f) ∼ e2πiftp

([
E−
m(f)

]
UAE

Θ(f − fmin)

+
2π

n
A(e,m)

{
cosΨ−,πAi [B(f)]

+ sign(f − fmin) sinΨ−,πGi [B(f)]

})
, (47)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. This will con-
stitute our final asymptotic expansion of Eq. (14).
Fig. 3 provides a comparison of the analytic approx-

imation in Eq. (47) to the numerical computation of
Eq. (14) as a function of the frequency f . The numerical
calculation is achieved by performing a change of vari-
ables from time t to the true anomaly V by using Eq. (12)
in Eq. (14). The benefit of this step is that it does not
require us to perform a numerical integration of the orbit
to obtain V (t) numerically. After this change of variable,
we sample the integrand in Eq. (14) with 224 points, and
approximate the integral by the summation over these
samples. The total number of points is chosen to obtain
sufficient accuracy to properly determine the difference
between the numerical and analytic results. One could
choose a finer sampling than what was chosen here, but
this requires increased computation time.
Each column in Fig. 3 represents different values of the

eccentricity, specifically [0.9, 0.7, 0.5] (left, middle, right),
while each row corresponds to different m values, specifi-
cally [2, 5, 8] (top, middle, bottom). The bottom panel of
each plot provides the difference between the numeric and
analytic result, providing an estimate of error in the an-
alytic approximations for a given frequency. The vertical
dot-dashed line provides the value of fmin for each case.
The approximant of Eq. (47) generally models Eq. (14)
well, but the errors typically become large in two cases:
when f ∼ fmin and when e → 1. The first of these is
a result of the asymptotic matching being performed at
f = fmax, and thus, the approximations will become less
accurate as the frequency approaches fmin. The latter
results from the fact that both the frequency of oscilla-
tions and amplitude of Eq. (14) increase as e → 1 and
f → fmin. Hence, small errors resulting from the approx-
imations used to obtain Eq. (47) will generally diverge as
one approaches the parabolic limit. We will discuss prac-
tical issues resulting from this in Sec. IV.

IV. APPLICATIONS

Having completing our methodology for approximating
Eq. (14), we now turn our attention to a few applications
of the approximations developed in the previous section.
The applications presented here are only a small subset
which are relevant to the study of GWs from eccentric bi-
naries, particularly those formed through dynamical cap-
ture interactions.

A. Effective Fly-By Waveforms

One of the present challenges of GW modeling is the
creation of waveforms that accurately model the high ec-
centricity regime, where the GWs are characterized by
bursts emitted during periastron passage. Some recent
work toward this are the EOB waveforms of [27, 74], and
the EFB waveforms of [25, 41]. We here show that the
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the closed form analytic approximation for E−
m(f) in Eq. (47) (dashed red line) to a numerical

computation of Eq. (14) (solid black line) for e = [0.9, 0.7, 0.5] (left, middle, right columns) and m = [2, 5, 8] (top, middle, and
bottom rows). The bottom panel of each plot provides the difference between the exact (numerical) result and the analytic
approximation. The vertical dot-dashed lines provide the value of fmin given in Eq. (19) for each case.

methods of Sec. II allow for a simplified development of
EFB waveforms, compared to the re-summation proce-

dures presented in [25]. For simplicity, we neglect the
effect of radiation reaction, but discuss how to properly
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implement it, as well as other PN corrections, later in
this section.

The analysis of Sec. II was carried out to Newtonian
order. At this PN order, the GW polarizations are de-
scribed by the quadrupole formula [35], and in the time
domain are [23, 37]

h+,×(t) = −2ηM2

pDL

3∑
m=−3

A
(m)
+,×(e, ι, β)e

imV (t) (48)

where η is the binary’s symmetric mass ratio, ι is the bi-
nary’s inclination angle relative to the line of sight, and
β is an arbitrary polarization angle. The EFB approach
provides an approximation for the waveforms by treating
each orbit that creates a GW burst as a fly-by rather
than a repeating elliptical orbit. For the application of
the methods in Sec. II, this amounts to performing a
Fourier transform of Eq. (48), suitably windowed over a
single orbit. For a numerical computation of the Fourier
domain waveform, this simply becomes the computation
of the FFT for Eq. (48) over a single orbit. To analyti-
cally approximate the Fourier transform, one simply has
to apply Eq. (35). As a result, this simply amounts to

taking eimV → E
sign(m)
m (f) in Eq. (48), i.e.

h̃EFB
+,× (f) = −2ηM2

pDL

3∑
m=−3

A
(m)
+,×(e, ι, β)E

sign(m)
m (f) ,

(49)

with each E
sign(m)
m (f) given analytically by Eq. (47).

To test the accuracy of the approximations used to
obtain Eq. (47) for E−

m(f) and Eq. (C4) for E+
m(f), we

compute the match

M = max
tp

⟨ĥFFT|ĥEFB⟩ (50)

where ⟨ | ⟩ is the inner product between waveforms, de-
fined as

⟨A|B⟩ = 4

5
Re

∫ fhigh

flow

df
[
A+(f)B

†
+(f) +A×(f)B

†
×(f)

]
,

(51)
where Re corresponds to the real part of the expres-
sion, † corresponds to complex conjugation, and Â =
A/
√
⟨A|A⟩. The inner product in Eq. (51) is analogous

to the sky-averaged, noise-weighted inner product often
used is mock analysis studies of waveforms, albeit for a
detector with white noise 1. We don’t consider individ-
ual detectors here since the waveforms in Eq. (49) are

1 The detector response to a GW with polarizations h+/×(t) is
h(t) = F+(α, δ, ψ)h+(t) + F×(α, δ, ψ)h×(t), where (α, δ, ψ) are
the right ascension and declination of the source in the detector
frame, and ψ is the polarization angle. To obtain the connec-
tion between the standard noise-weighted inner product (see, for
example, Eq. (5.1) in [47]) and Eq. (51), one simply has to com-
pute the sky- and polarization-averaged beam pattern functions,
specifically ⟨F 2

+⟩ = 1/5 = ⟨F 2
×⟩ and ⟨F+F×⟩ = 0.

not representative of waveforms we might expect from
nature, owing to the fact that they are Newtonian order
and neglect radiation reaction. Further, we want the re-
sults of the match analysis to be detector agnostic, hence
why we choose white noise instead of detector specific
noise. The range of values the match can take are [0, 1],
and in this context, the closer the match is to unity, the
more accurate the EFB waveform is to the numerical
waveform.

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

e

0.94

0.95

0.96

0.97

0.98

0.99

1.00

M
flow = 2fmin, exact Gi(x)

flow = 0.2Ω, exact Gi(x)

flow = 2fmin, approximate Gi(x)

flow = 0.2Ω, approximate Gi(x)

FIG. 4. Match M between numerical FFT waveforms and the
analytic EFB waveforms of Eq. (49). Solid lines correspond
to cases where the lower limit of integration in Eq. (51) is
taken to be flow = 2fmin, while dashed lines take flow =
0.2Ω. The match is generally greater than 0.98, except in
the high eccentricity cases when flow = 2fmin, due to error in
the analytic approximations near fmin. Gray lines correspond
to cases when the Scorer’s function in Eq. (47) is computed
using the mpmath module in Python, while red lines use the
approximation detailed in Appendix B. The approximation
does not result in a significant loss of the match.

From a practical standpoint, computing Eq. (47) can
be difficult due to its dependence on special functions.
While Airy functions are well documented, Scorer’s func-
tions are not, and in Python, are only implemented nu-
merically in the mpmath package [75]. While this isn’t
a problem in terms of evaluation, it does slow down
the evaluation of Eq. (47) due to the arbitrary precision
nature of mpmath. To speed this up, we approximate
Scorer’s function via the method in Appendix B, which
is roughly one hundred times faster to evaluate than the
implementation in mpmath, but has the drawback of only
being approximate.
Due to neglecting radiation, the maximization over tp

in Eq. (50) is trivially given by tp = −Torb/2 = π/Ω(1−
e2)3/2. When performing the integral in Eq. (51), we



11

set fhigh = 3Ω and allow flow to vary. The former is
due to the fact that the integrand decays exponentially
for f ≫ Ω, and the match is insensitive to values above
this choice of the upper limit of integration. For the
latter, we seek to test the accuracy of the approximant
in Eq. (47) as a function of an artificial cutoff at low
frequency. As a result, we compute the match for two
cases: when flow = 2fmin and flow = 0.2Ω.
The results of the match computation are plotted in

Fig. 4 as a function of e and for η = 1/4. The solid
lines correspond to the case when flow = 2fmin, while
the dashed lines correspond to flow = 0.2Ω. In the former
case, the match drops off rapidly as e → 1, for the same
reasons explained below Eq. (47), specifically the limited
accuracy of the approximation near f = fmin. The errors
in the approximations used to obtain Eq. (47) coupled to
the rapidly oscillating response of Eq. (14) in the high ec-
centricity limit results in significant dephasing between
the analytic and numerical waveforms at low frequencies.
Thus, from the practical standpoint of using Eq. (47) for
eccentric burst waveforms, one must be cautious about
choosing a suitable low frequency cutoff, or alternatively,
append Eq. (47) with a suitable approximation in the re-
gion around f = fmin. It is worth noting however, that
we are using white noise for this computation, whereas
realistic ground-based detectors are less sensitive at low
frequencies due to seismic noise [76], which may aleviate
some of the problems with the low frequency cutoffs of
the waveforms. A more thorough analysis of this low fre-
quency cutoff with realistic, higher PN order waveforms
and detector noise will be carried out in future work.

In addition, we also compute the match between two
different sets of EFB waveforms, specifically those which
use the mpmath package to evaluate Gi(x) (gray lines),
and those that use the approximation in Appendix B
(red lines). The match doesn’t change significantly be-
tween these two cases, and thus, the fast approximation
of Appendix B should be favored over the more accurate,
but slower, computation.

Before moving onto the next application, we will briefly
discuss the inclusion of higher PN order effects in the
waveforms. Generally, the equations of motion of the
PN two body problem take the form [77]

a⃗ = −M
r2
n⃗+ δf⃗cons + δf⃗diss (52)

where a⃗ is the relative acceleration, n⃗ is the relative unit
normal vector, δfcons are the conservative PN corrections,

and δf⃗diss are the dissipative PN corrections due to radi-
ation reaction. To lowest PN order,

δf⃗cons = f⃗1PN +O(c−6) , (53)

δf⃗diss = f⃗2.5PN +O(c−9) , (54)

where f⃗nPN are the n-th PN order corrections to the rel-
ative force, and c is the speed of light. Arguably, the
most powerful method for solving these equations is the

method of osculating orbits [35, 78, 79]. The Newto-
nian two-body problem admits the solution V = V (t, µa)
and r = r[V (t), µa], with constants of motion µa. The
method of osculating orbits promotes µa to functions of
time, which satisfy the osculating equations

dµa

dt
= F

[
V (t), µb(t)

]
, (55)

where the Fa depend on the components of δf⃗cons/diss.
Generally, the osculating equations are non-linear and

do not admit an exact, closed-form solution. The most
common method of solving them is to employ multiple
scale analysis [38], but in the context of approximating
Eq. (14), a simpler method would be to perturb about
the values of µa at pericenter passage, and truncate the
expansion at highest PN order taken in Eq. (52) [80]. The
analysis carried out in Sec. II still holds, but now the sta-
tionary points will drift due to PN corrections. We do
not perform that analysis here for two reasons. First,
to obtain the most accurate models of GW bursts from
eccentric binaries, one will need the higher PN order am-
plitude corrections to Eq. (48), which at sufficiently high
PN order will contain the hereditary tail and memory
contributions [81–83]. Computing these, especially the
latter, for highly eccentric binaries goes outside of the
scope of this work. Second, the EFB waveforms require
a timing model that accurately tracks the time of peri-
center passages [25, 80], in a similar way to pulsar timing
models, and also goes outside of the scope of this work.
We plan to address both of these points in future work.

B. From Waves to Bursts

One of the earliest predictions from the study of GWs
within PN theory was the so-called circularization of an
inspiraling binary system, i.e. the GWs cause the orbital
eccentricity to decay until it becomes negligibly small
and the binary enters into a plunge state in the final
few orbits [1, 2]. Due to circularization, the GWs must
transition from burst-like behavior to wave-like behavior
as the eccentricity decays. We here show that there is a
means of understanding when this transition occurs using
the methods of the previous Sec. II.
How does one actually quantify when this transition

occurs? One may be tempted to use a notion of the peri-
center passage timescale, such as Eq. (12) in [84], and
it’s relation to the orbital period to answer this. How-
ever, for any given eccentricity e, the pericenter passage
timescale is always shorter than the orbital timescale, so
this does not provide any useful information. Another
temptation that may arise is to move completely into
the frequency domain via Fourier transforms defined in
Eq. (36). Much of GW data analysis is done in Fourier
space, and GW bursts from highly eccentric binaries are
known to have a characteristic high frequency tail, which
is approximated by the high frequency response of E−

m(f)
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in Eq. (26). However, by virtue of the limits of integra-
tion in Eq. (36), all time information is integrated out of
the function under consideration (the GWs in this case).
This is detrimental when trying to consider the problem
at hand, since the secular behavior of the eccentricity di-
rectly maps to time. For example, within the quadrupole
approximation and assuming adiabaticity, the eccentric-
ity evolves according to [2]

de

dt
= −304

15
e
η

M

(
M

p

)4 (
1− e2

)3/2(
1 +

121

304
e2
)
.

(56)
The solution is to use short-time Fourier transforms like
the one defined in Eq. (14), or more general wavelet trans-
forms [85], since these contain both time and frequency
information.

At leading PN order, the GWs polarizations are given
in Eq. (48) in terms of harmonics of the true anomaly V ,
with the m = 2 harmonic being dominant since it’s am-
plitude is not coupled to the eccentricity. The calculation
then reduces down to computing Eq. (14). It is useful at
this stage to understand the low eccentricity behavior of
Eq. (14), and as a result, the waveforms. For e ≪ 1,
Eq. (12) can be solve perturbatively in e to obtain,

V = ℓ+ 2e sin ℓ+O(e2) . (57)

Then, up to linear order in e,

E−
m(f) =

∫ π

−π

dℓ

n
e2πift−imℓ

{
1 + 2iem sin ℓ+O(e2)

}
.

(58)
The response of E−

m(f) then depends on the value of f .
If the frequency is an integer multiple of the orbital fre-
quency, i.e. f = kn/2π for any integer k, then

E−
m(kn/2π) =

2π

n

[
δk,m + em (δk,m+1 − δk,m−1) +O(e2)

]
.

(59)
The response is then dominated by spectral lines at har-
monic numbers m,m+ 1, and m− 1. The subdominant
lines are separated from the dominant harmonic by the
orbital frequency Forb = n/2π. This is the equivalent
response one expects from GWs in Fourier space for low
eccentricities. When f takes any other value, the Kro-
necker delta’s in Eq. (59) are replaced with sinc functions.

Now, consider the alternative computation of using the
results of Sec. II to obtain E−

m(f) in the small eccentric-
ity limit. Even for small eccentricities, the stationary
points that allow for application of the SPA still exist
and are still defined by Eq. (18). The frequency interval
where the SPA is valid is defined by f ∈ (fmin, fmax),
with fmin/max given in Eq. (19). When e ∼ 0, both
fmin ∼ fmax ∼ mn, and there is only one harmonic con-
tained in the SPA window. Further fmax−fmin ≪ n, and
so the region of validity of the SPA is small. However, as
the eccentricity increases, fmax increases while fmin de-
creases2 . At certain values of the eccentricity, fmin/max

2 It is worth noting that, at leading PN order, these quantities are

will becoming larger/smaller than the frequencies of the
subdominant harmonics in Eq. (59). The first crossing to
occur happens when fmax = (m+ 1)n/2π, which defines
the condition for when the response of Eq. (14) will no
longer be described by the summation of individual or-
bital harmonics. For GWs, the dominant harmonic of the
waveform is m = 2, and applying this to the condition
gives ecrit = 0.191059.
Fig. 5 provides an illustrative example of this behavior.

The top panel of each plot provides a comparison between
the numerical FFT of Eq. (48) over one orbit and the
EFB approximation in Eq. (49). The values of the wave-
forms are normalized such that M/p = 1 = M/DL. At
low eccentricity, for example e = 0.05 (upper left plot),
the waveform is approximately a sinc function due to
the finite time window. The bottom panel displays the
spectral lines corresponding to the orbital harmonics con-
tained in the waveform, normalized by the value of the
maximum orbital harmonic. The dashed lines provide the
values of fmin and fmax, which are centered around the
second harmonic. As the eccentricity grows to e = ecrit
(upper right plot), the waveforms begin to develop a
high frequency tail, due to the fact that fmax = 3n/2π,
and the third orbital harmonic enters the SPA interval.
For higher eccentricities, e = 0.3 (bottom left plot) and
e = 0.9 (bottom right plot), more harmonics are con-
tained in the SPA interval and the tail of the waveform
extends to higher frequencies.
The value of the critical eccentricity may seem surpris-

ingly low, since even at e = ecrit, realistic waveforms do
not appear burst-like (see for example [28]). However, it
is important to note that the transition from burst-like
emission to wave-like emission is not prompt, but con-
tinues adiabatically as the eccentricity decays during a
binary coalescence. In addition, the analysis carried out
here only holds to Newtonian order, and it is likely that
PN corrections will modify the value of ecrit.
We conclude this section by pointing out an interest-

ing relationship between the properties of bursts that is
analogous to those of Bose-Einstein condensates. In the
high eccentricity limit, the size of the SPA interval is well
approximated by fmax, since fmin → 0 as e → 1. The
number of orbital harmonics contained in the SPA win-
dow is then approximated by Nharm = fmax/Forb, where
recall Forb = n/2π. The high frequency tail of the burst
is characterized by σf = Ωσ1/3/2π, where σ is given in
Eq. (25). One can then define an effective wavelength
λ = 1/σf , and an effective scale λmax = 1/fmax. Using
these definitions, the number of orbital harmonics in the
SPA interval is then related to λ through

Nharm = 1−
(
λmax

λ

)3

. (60)

independent of the mass ratio. At higher PN order, this is no
longer true, and will depend weakly on the mass ratio, due to
the fact that the corrections are coupled to the orbital velocity,
and PN theory assumes v/c≪ 1.
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FIG. 5. Top panels: Comparisons between FFT waveforms and analytic EFB waveforms for e = 0.05 (upper left), e = ecrit =
0.191059 (upper right), e = 0.3 (lower left), and e = 0.9 (lower right). As the eccentricity increases above ecrit, the exponential
tail that characterizes burst like emission appears. Bottom panels: Plots of the spectral lines corresponding to the orbital
harmonics contained in the Newtonian waveforms of Eq. (48). The red dashed lines provide the values of fmin/max for each
value of e, with the region between them defining the SPA window. As the eccentricity increases, the SPA window expands. At
e = ecrit, the third orbital harmonic enters the window, and the tail of the waveform begins to develop. At higher eccentricities,
more harmonics enter the window, and the tail extends to higher frequency.

This expression is equivalent to the average occupation
number of the ground state (or condensate) of an ideal
Bose gas [86], with λ being recognized as the thermal de
Broglie wavelength and λmax the critical wavelength. It is
worth noting that this connection only applies in the high
eccentricity limit, since Eq. (60) only applies as e → 1.
For lower eccentricities, Eq. (60) will be corrected.

C. Hansen Coefficients & Amplitudes of
Dynamical Tides

Hansen coefficients provide the Fourier series repre-
sentation of generic expressions describing Keplerian or-

bits [48, 87]. Specifically, if r is the relative radial sep-
aration of the two bodies, and a = p/(1 − e2) is the
semi-major axis of the orbit, the Hansen coefficients are
defined as

Xq,m
k (e) =

1

2π

∫ π

−π
dℓ
( r
a

)q
eimV e−ikℓ , (61)

which are the coefficients of the series( r
a

)q
eimV =

∞∑
k=−∞

Xq,m
k (e)eikℓ . (62)

In select cases, theXq,m
k (e) coefficients are known exactly

in terms of hypergeometric functions [88], but generically,
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they are only known in small eccentricity expansions or
are computed numerically. The Hansen coefficients are
sufficiently generic that they have a wide range of ap-
plications, including PN waveforms from eccentric bina-
ries [89], and the tidal response of stars in eccentric or-
bits [80, 90, 91]. To exemplify how the approximations
derived herein can be used to approximate Hansen coef-
ficients, we focus on the last of these, specifically on the
excitation of f-modes in highly eccentric orbits.

In [80], it was shown that under a suitable re-
summation scheme, the f-mode response takes the form

Qm(t) = π
M

a3
WmKm

in
√
ω2 − γ2

e−γ(t−tp)
[
X−3,−m
k+

ei
√
ω2−γ2(t−tp)

−X−3,−m
k−

e−i
√
ω2−γ2(t−tp)

]
(63)

where m = 0,±2, Km is an equation of state (EOS)
dependent parameter defined in Eq. (12) of [80], k± =

(iγ ±
√
ω2 − γ2)/n, (ω, γ) are the frequency and damp-

ing coefficient of the mode, and Wm is given in Eq. (24)
of [92]. Since k± are complex and non-integers, the co-

efficients X−3,−m
k±

are defined by analytic continuation of

Eq. (61). For Keplerian orbits, r is given by Eq. (11).

Expanding out the integrand in Eq. (61), X−3,−m
k for

arbitrary k becomes

X−3,−m
k =

Ω

2π(1− e2)3/2

3∑
j=−3

ρj(e)
[
E

sign(j−m)
|j−m| (k̃Ω)

]†
(64)

with k̃ = kn/2πΩ,

ρ0 = 1 +
3

2
e2 , ρ1 =

3

2
e+

3

8
e3 ,

ρ2 =
3

4
e2 , ρ3 =

1

8
e3 , (65)

and ρ−j(e) = ρj(e).
Can the approximations of Sec. III B be applied to

here to approximate the complex Hansen coefficients in
Eq. (63)? We argue that the answer is yes, with a few
caveats. From the definition of E±

m(f) in Eq. (14), take
the analytic continuation into the complex plane, i.e.
f → f̃ = fR + ifI , with fR,I the real and imaginary
parts. Under this transformation, Eq. (14) becomes

E±
m(f̃) =

∫ π

−π

dℓ

n
e−2πfIte±imV e2πifRt , (66)

which is modified by an exponential damping factor.
Much of the approximations of Sec. II rely on the appli-
cation of Watson’s lemma [38], which requires that the
integrand be compactly supported. If this is violated, one
cannot take the limits of integration to infinity, as was
done in Sec. III A 1 & IIIA 2. The exponential factor in
Eq. (66) decays as t → ∞, but grows when t → −∞. It
thus seems that we cannot perform this extension of the

limits of integration. However, it is not strictly necessary
to perform this step when evaluating the integral. It is
merely a useful tool for approximating the final result
in terms of already known special functions. Further,
we point out that the remainder integral from Eq. (37)
would necessarily cancel out any divergences that arise
from applying this step to Eq. (66).
A second caveat is associated with the fact that, when

applying the approximations of Sec. II, we did not assume
that there was an overall exponential factor (or any am-
plitude factor) in the integrand of Eq. (14). The response
of the integral will change depending on the behavior of
any amplitude terms. The stationary points and fold
catastrophe of Eq. (14) will still exist, however. For the
problem at hand, the exponential factor in Eq. (66) will
amplify one of the stationary points while suppressing
the other. If the amplification/suppression is sufficiently
large, than the asymptotic matching of Sec. III B would
need to be modified because the contributions to the in-
tegral from each stationary point are no longer equal, and
the stationary phase approximation cannot be written in
the form of Eq. (20). The caveat is then that the imagi-
nary part of the frequency fI must be sufficiently small as
to avoid this issue, or rather Im[k̃] ≪ 1. For eccentric bi-
naries emitting GWs in the ground-based detection band,
this is generally true since the f-mode damping time is
typically longer than the orbital period.
Under the assumption Im[k̃] ≪ 1, we can approximate

the behavior of E±
m(f) for complex frequencies in the

following manner. Writing f = k̃Ω with k̃ = k̃R + ik̃I ,
the exponential factor of the integrand can be expanded
as

E±
m(k̃Ω) =

∫ π

−π

dℓ

n

∞∑
q=0

(−1)q

q!

(
k̃Iτ
)q
e±imV eik̃Rτ (67)

where we’ve defined τ = 2πΩt. We then use the fact that(
∂

∂k̃R

)q
eik̃Rτ = (iτ)qeik̃Rτ (68)

to re-write Eq. (67) as

E±
m(k̃Ω) =

∞∑
q=0

(ik̃I)
q

q!

(
∂

∂k̃R

)q
E±
m(k̃RΩ) . (69)

Since the exponential factor has been eliminated from
the integral, one can now apply the approximations of
Sec. II to E±

m(k̃RΩ) in order to obtain the complex val-

ued E±
m(k̃Ω), provided k̃I ≪ 1. Eq. (69) combined with

Eq. (64) provides us with an analytic approximation of

the Hansen coefficients X−3,−m
k±

.

In Figs. 6-8, we provide a comparison of the analytic
approximation of the complex Hansen coefficients to a
numerical computation of Eq. (61) with k = k+. The
results for k− are comparable, and can be found by taking

k̃I → −k̃I in Eq. (69). To choose proper values of k̃, we
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decompose this into

k̃R = Re[k̃] =

√
ω2 − γ2

Ω
, (70)

k̃I = Im[k̃] =
γ

Ω
, (71)

and use γ = 1/τ , with τ the damping timescale. The
quantities (ω, τ) can be computed using “universal”, or
approximately EOS independent, relations found for ex-
ample in [93]. Specifically, we use Eqs. (3) & (5) therein

for ω and τ , respectively. The quantities k̃R,I then
only depend on the mass M⋆ and radius R⋆ of the NS,
and (p,M)3. For the analysis in Figs. 6-8, we choose
M⋆ = 1.4M⊙, R⋆ = 10km, and M = 11.4M⊙, corre-
sponding to a BHNS binary. The values of the f-mode
frequency and damping time for this choice of mass and
radius are ω = 6.9 kHz and τ = 9.3 seconds. We allow p
to vary between [4, 30]M to vary the values of k̃R,I .
Note that the above values of (ω, τ) are not represen-

tative of results from more realistic NS EOSs. This is
due to our choice of R⋆ = 10 km, which typically can-
not be achieved with our choice of M⋆ = 1.4M⊙ for re-
alistic EOSs. However, we stress that the goal at this
point is to test the accuracy of the approximation of
the complex valued Hansen coefficients, not to perform
an in depth analysis for realistic NSs. The computation
herein addresses the lack of analytic approximations for
the Hansen coefficients in the f-mode model of [80], and
given in Eq. (63). We leave computations of realistic NSs
and corrections to orbital dynamics, as well as studies of
plausible EOS constraints, to future work.

Each line in Figs. 6-8 provides the result for a differ-
ent value of p/M and thus k̃. The values of p/M chosen
in these figures are those relevant to GWs sources for
ground-based detectors. The non-zero imaginary part
of k̃ generally causes the Hansen coefficients to obtain a
non-trivial oscillation. The top panels of each figure show
the numerical value of the Hansen coefficient, computed
via the method described in Sec. III B 2. We do not plot
the analytic expression against these, since the difference
is typically less than 10−4, as can be seen by the bot-
tom panels. In all three figures, the case with the largest
error has k̃ = 3.14 + 4.90 × 10−5i, which corresponds
to p = 4M . Such small values of the semi-latus rec-
tum p are close to the stability limit for geodesics around
Schwarzschild BHs as e → 1 [94]. The reason for the
error being largest in this case can be seen from Fig. 3.
The error in the matched asymptotic expansion is mini-
mized for f/Ω >> 1. Thus, the Hansen coefficients are

better approximated by this method for |k̃| >> 1. How-
ever, even for the p = 4M case, the errors are at most
∼ 10−5 − 10−3, depending on the value of m. Thus, the
complex Hansen coefficients are well approximated by the
analytic expressions in Eq. (69).

3 Note that [93] uses M as the mass of the star, which should not
be confused with the total binary mass used here.

While our investigation of Hansen coefficients in this
section has focused on those appearing in the f-modes of
neutron stars in eccentric binaries, the methodology used
here applies for all Hansen coefficients, provided these
quantities can be written as sums of the E±

m(f) functions.
As a result, we expect that the analytic approximations
developed herein can be applied to more general prob-
lems than the few applications considered herein. This
completes our investigation of the applications of the re-
sults of Sec. II.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have used catastrophe theory to ana-
lyze a fundamental Fourier integral related eccentric Ke-
plerian orbits, and constructed a closed-form, analytic
approximation to its response. The methodology pre-
sented herein is sufficiently general to be used in any
context where fold catastrophes are present in waveform
modeling, and could plausibly be extended in the case
when higher order catastrophes appear. This is intrigu-
ing since the general procedure for dealing with catas-
trophes in waveform modeling is currently to perform
transformations of the waveform to avoid them, result-
ing in an infinite summation that can be truncated in
practice [23, 39, 40, 95].
Alternatively, it has been proposed that catastrophe

theory could be used to construct full IMR waveforms for
quasi-circular binaries [96], although no practical study
of this model in a data analysis setting exists yet. Indeed,
much study still needs to be done to determine the effi-
cacy of the catastrophe theory approach and the models
developed from it. In the context of eccentric binaries
and this work, the primary focus for such studies is the
development of full PN waveforms for eccentric bursts,
with the general procedure explained in Sec. IVA. The
pericenter velocity of binaries possessing high eccentric-
ity can reach a sizable fraction of the speed of light, and
thus, the inclusion of higher PN order effects into the
EFB model developed herein will be necessary. Further,
a wealth of studies [9–16, 97, 98] have shown that binaries
with high eccentricity tpyically don’t exist in isolation,
and are often perturbed by their formation environment.
Including such effects in waveform modeling will open the
door to extracting astrophysical information about the
environments of BBHs from their GW emission [3, 4, 99–
101].
Moving beyond the PN setting, the discussion of ex-

tending the catastrophe theory analysis in Sec. IVA to
higher PN order poses an interesting question. Specif-
ically, do similar catastrophes also exist when eccentric
binaries are in the dynamical, strong-field regime? The
existence of catastrophes in the Newtonian setting at the
frequencies fmin/max implies the existence of orbital ec-
centricity through Eq. (19). If the same holds true in NR
simulations and an analogous fmin/max can be measured
numerically, then one can estimate the orbital eccentric-
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FIG. 6. Top: Absolute value of the real (left) and imaginary (right) parts of the Hansen coefficient X−3,0

k+
as a function of

eccentricity e. Each color corresponds to a different value of p/M , which changes the value of k̃. The f-mode frequency and
damping time are the same for each case, specifically (ω, τ) = (6.9kHz, 9.3sec), corresponding to a M⋆ = 1.4M⊙ NS with radius
R⋆ = 10 km. Bottom: Difference between the numerical Hansen coefficient and the analytic approximations in Eq. (64) & (69).
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FIG. 7. The same as Fig. 6, but for X−3,+2
k+

.

ity of binaries in NR simulations. Currently, there are a
variety of techniques that attempt to estimate eccentric-
ity in NR simulations. The one specifically used in the

SXS catalog [34] requires fitting to a PN inspired model,
linearized in small eccentricity [102]. It would be intrigu-
ing to test for the existence of eccentric catastrophes in



17

10−11

10−9

10−7

10−5

10−3

10−1

|R
eX
−

3
,−

2
k

+
(1
−
e2

)3
/
2
|

k̃ = 3.14 + 4.90× 10−5i, p/M = 4.00

k̃ = 8.56 + 1.34× 10−4i, p/M = 7.83

k̃ = 23.5 + 3.67× 10−4i, p/M = 15.3

k̃ = 64.5 + 1.01× 10−3i, p/M = 30.0

10−10

10−9

10−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

|Im
X
−

3,
−

2
k

+
(1
−
e2

)3/
2
|

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

e

10−11

10−10

10−9

10−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

|N
u

m
er

ic
−

A
n

al
y
ti

c|

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

e

10−12

10−11

10−10

10−9

10−8

10−7

|N
u

m
er

ic
−

A
n

al
y
ti

c|
FIG. 8. The same as Fig. 6, but for X−3,−2
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.

NR waveforms, and compare eccentricity estimates from
these to other measures.

We plan to address these topics in future work. The
prospect of using catastrophe theory to understand
GWs and develop waveform models does, however, look
promising.
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Appendix A: Coefficients of the MAE

The MAE of E−
m(f) given in Eq. (29) depends on the

two functions [α(f), βm(f)], which are computed as pow-
ers series of the form in Eq. (31), with

ζ =
1

2e

[
1 + e−

√
2πf

mΩ

]
, (A1)

where f ≥ 0. To obtain the power series, one simply has
to series expand Eqs. (33)-(34) in ζ ≪ 1. The coefficients
[αk, βk] are functions of the orbital eccentricity, and take
the form

αk = (1 + e)−k
k∑
j=0

αk,je
j (A2)

βk = 4

(
me

1 + e

)2/3

(1 + e)−k+1
k∑
j=0

βk,je
j (A3)

Up to k = 7, the αk,j coefficients are

α1,0 =
4

15
, α1,1 =

48

15
, (A4)

α2,0 =
68

525
, α2,1 =

142

525
, α2,2 =

544

175
, (A5)

α3,0 =
32

375
, α3,1 =

228

875
, α3,2 =

2164

7875
,

α3,3 =
32096

7875
, (A6)

α4,0 =
21424

336875
, α4,1 =

86512

336875
, α4,2 =

24356

61875
,

α4,3 =
850592

3031875
, α4,4 =

6122672

1010625
, (A7)

α5,0 =
339712

6703125
, α5,1 =

16743136

65690625
,

α5,2 =
14515376

28153125
, α5,3 =

104390224

197071875
,

α5,4 =
56901344

197071875
, α5,5 =

3168735616

328453125
, (A8)
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α6,0 =
871637248

20692546875
, α6,1 =

1750090112

6897515625
,

α6,2 =
2643226928

4138509375
, α6,3 =

3573681952

4138509375
,

α6,4 =
2774609072

4138509375
, α6,5 =

6222893536

20692546875
,

α6,6 =
331908564352

20692546875
(A9)

α7,0 =
18808049152

527442890625
, α7,1 =

482671223296

1933957265625
,

α7,2 =
896258319728

1197211640625
, α7,3 =

2091159466064

1676096296875
,

α7,4 =
697473501856

558698765625
, α7,5 =

701029684832

931164609375
,

α7,6 =
244815989168

931164609375
, α7,7 =

8524435430416

310388203125
,

(A10)

and the βk,j coefficients are

β1,0 = 1 , (A11)

β2,0 =
1

15
, β2,1 = −1

5
, (A12)

β3,0 =
32

1575
, β3,1 =

12

175
, β3,2 = − 8

175
,

(A13)

β4,0 =
656

70875
, β4,1 =

344

7875
, β4,2 =

682

7875
,

β4,3 = − 148

7875
, (A14)

β5,0 =
419392

81860625
, β5,1 =

814832

27286875
,

β5,2 =
96176

1299375
, β5,3 =

885616

9095625
,

β5,4 = − 29584

3031875
, (A15)

β6,0 =
50846144

15962821875
, β6,1 =

7776512

354729375
,

β6,2 =
23501392

354729375
, β6,3 =

8203568

70945875
,

β6,4 =
4878416

39414375
, β6,5 = − 1139792

197071875
(A16)

β7,0 =
10760863744

5028288890625
, β7,1 =

727965824

42976828125
,

β7,2 =
6698868992

111739753125
, β7,3 =

14062619392

111739753125
,

β7,4 =
80482816

459834375
, β7,5 =

10137438208

62077640625
,

β7,6 = − 232181504

62077640625
. (A17)

Note that there is no issue with extending the expansions
to higher order in ζ if one desires. We stop here since the
accuracy of these approximations are sufficient for the
purposes herein, and the expressions for the higher order
terms become increasing complicated.

Appendix B: Approximation of Scorer’s Function
Gi(x)

Scorer’s functions Gi(x) and Hi(x) are the solutions to
the inhomogeneous Airy differential equation,

d2y

dx2
− xy =

1

π
. (B1)

An in depth discussion of these solution can be found
at [61]. The asymptotic approximation of E−

m(f) in
Eq. (47) relies on Gi(x), which is implemented in Python
through the mpmath package. We here provide an an-
alytic approximation to this function that significantly
speeds up the numerical evaluation of Eq. (47).
The starting point is the asymptotic expansion of

Gi(x), specifically

Gi(x) ∼ 1

πx

∞∑
k=0

(3k)!

k!(3x3)k
. (B2)

Note that this expansion holds when x → ∞, and the
function Gi(x) is regular at x = 0. The goal is to obtain
a new function that approximates the behavior of Gi(x)
in the domain 0 ≤ x < ∞. There are multiple functions
that one can construct to fit this type of behavior, an
example being

[Gi(x)]approx = g0

[
1− e−

∑∞
k=1 gkx

−k
]
. (B3)

By expanding the above expression about x → ∞, the
coefficients gk can be matched to the coefficients of the
series in Eq. (B2). Up to k = 7, the coefficients are

g0 = Gi(0) =
1

37/6Γ(2/3)
= 0.204975542482000 , (B4)

g1 =
1

πg0
, g2 =

1

2π2g20
, g3 =

1

3π3g30
, (B5)

g4 =
1

4π4g40
+

2

πg0
, g5 =

1

5π5g50
+

2

π2g20
, (B6)

g6 =
1

6π6g60
+

2

π3g30
, g7 =

1

7π7g70
+

2

π4g40
, (B7)

which constitutes the approximation we use for Gi(x).
Fig. 9 provides a comparison between the exact function
computed using mpmath and the analytic approximation,
with the bottom panel showing the relative error. The
approxiation in Eq. (B3) is roughly one hundred times
faster to evaluate than the exact function from mpmath,
and does not result in a significant loss of accuracy in the
applications studied in Sec. IV.

Appendix C: Asymptotic Expansion of E+
m(f)

We here provide an explicit computation of E+
m(f) for

f ≥ 0. As is explained in Sec. II, for negative frequencies

E+
m(−f) = [E−

m(f)]
†
, and is thus approximated using
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FIG. 9. Top: Plot of the exact function Gi(x) (solid line)
and its approximation in Eq. (B3). Bottom: Relative error
between the exact function and the approximation.

the methods therein. For positive frequencies, there are
no stationary points in the domain of integration, and
the saddle point at V = 0 becomes subdominant since

the integrand in Eq. (14) becomes highly oscillatory in
the region around this point. The integral is actually
dominated by the region near V = ±π, in contrast to the
behavior of E−

m(f). To analytically approximate E+
m(f),

it is useful to re-write the integral as

E+
m(f) = 2

∫ π

0

dℓ

n
cos
[
Ψ+
m(t, f)

]
, (C1)

with

Ψ+
m(t, f) = 2πft+mV (t) . (C2)

Due to the lack of stationary points in the domain of
integration, this integral can be evaluated in an asymp-
totic expansion by repeated integration by parts using
the same method described in Sec. III B 2. However, un-
like the case of R(f), one does not need to Taylor expand
Ψ+
m. The integral can be directly evaluated using the fact

that

cos
[
Ψ+
m(t, f)

]
=

1

Ψ̇+
m(t, f)

d

dt
sin
[
Ψ+
m(t, f)

]
. (C3)

To leading order,

E+
m(f) ∼

sin
(
mπ + 2π2f

n

)
π(f + fmin)

+O
[
(f + fmin)

−4
]
. (C4)

We truncate the expansion at leading order due to the
fact that the higher order corrections constitute a diver-
gent series, and including them doesn’t necessarily im-
prove the accuracy of the approximation.
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S. E. JÃ¸rgensen and B. D. Fath (Academic Press, Ox-
ford, 2008) pp. 531–536.

[45] V. Arnold, Catastrophe Theory, 3rd ed. (Springer-
Verlag, 1992).

[46] M. Golubitsky, SIAM Review 20, 352 (1978).
[47] A. Buonanno, B. Iyer, E. Ochsner, Y. Pan, and

B. S. Sathyaprakash, Phys. Rev. D 80, 084043 (2009),
arXiv:0907.0700 [gr-qc].

[48] P. Hansen, Abhandlungen der Mathematisch-Physischen
Class der Königlich Sachsischen Gesselschaft der Wis-
senschaften, Vol. 2 (Leipzig, 1855) pp. 181–218.

[49] M. V. BERRY and J. F. NYE, Nature 267, 34 (1977).
[50] M. V. Berry, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and

General 10, 2061 (1977).
[51] M. V. Berry, J. F. Nye, and F. J. Wright, Philosophical

Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series A,
Mathematical and Physical Sciences 291, 453 (1979).

[52] M. Berry and C. Upstill (Elsevier, 1980) pp. 257–346.
[53] J. M. Cordes, I. Wasserman, J. W. T. Hessels, T. J. W.

Lazio, S. Chatterjee, and R. S. Wharton, Astrophys. J.
842, 35 (2017), arXiv:1703.06580 [astro-ph.HE].

[54] R. Main, I.-S. Yang, V. Chan, D. Li, F. X. Lin, N. Ma-
hajan, U.-L. Pen, K. Vanderlinde, and M. H. van Kerk-
wijk, Nature 557, 522 (2018), arXiv:1805.09348 [astro-
ph.HE].

[55] J. Feldbrugge, U.-L. Pen, and N. Turok, Annals Phys.
451, 169255 (2023), arXiv:1909.04632 [astro-ph.HE].

[56] D. B. Melrose and P. G. Watson, The Astrophysical
Journal 647, 1131 (2006).

[57] Y. Tanizaki and T. Koike, Annals Phys. 351, 250
(2014), arXiv:1406.2386 [math-ph].

[58] A. Behtash, G. V. Dunne, T. Schäfer, T. Sulejmanpasic,
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