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We review the kinematic effects on a gravitational wave due to either a peculiar motion of
the astrophysical source emitting it or a local motion of the observer. We show, at fully
non-linear order in velocity, that the amplitude of the wave is amplified by the Doppler
factor in the case in which the source moves with respect to a reference frame, while it is
invariant if the observer moves (with respect to a reference observer). However, the observed
specific intensity transforms in the same way under a boost of the source or of the observer.
We also show at fully non-linear order that under a boost (of either source or observer), the
polarization tensor is rotated in the same way the wave direction is rotated by aberration,
such that the only net effect of a boost on polarization is to change the phase of the helicity
components. We apply these results to a wave emitted by a binary system of compact objects
in the cosmological context.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational waves (GWs) provide a fantastic new window onto our Universe. In particular,
the form of the GW depends intimately on the properties of the sources, allowing us to probe their
nature; and it also contains information about the theory of gravity, allowing us to test the validity
of General Relativity in various regimes. GW waveforms are usually derived assuming that the
source and the observer are at rest with respect to the Hubble flow, i.e. that their relative peculiar
velocity is zero. In practice however, this is not an accurate assumption, since GW sources are
affected by the structures in our Universe. They move inside galaxies, at velocities that can be
quite significant, and the galaxies themeselves move with respect to the Hubble flow. Over the
past years, several works have studied the impact of kinematic effects on GW observables in the
cosmological context. In particular, Refs. [1–4] studied the effect of the source peculiar velocity and
acceleration on the chirp signal from a binary system of compact objects, while Ref. [5] derived the
effect of aberration of the wave polarization at linear order in the velocity. In parallel, Refs. [6, 7]
studied kinematic effects on a stochastic background of gravitational waves due to a peculiar motion
of the observer with respect to the source emission frame. The impact of a peculiar motion of the
observer on a distribution of GW sources was studied in [8–12].

The goal of this article is to provide a complete review and first principles derivation of all
possible kinematic effects on gravitational wave observables. Our analysis is valid on a generic
background, and at fully non-linear order in the velocity. We clarify some subtle points related
to the different role of observer and source motion, that have been previously debated in the
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literature [13–16]. We also stress analogies and differences of the gravitational wave case with
respect to the electromagnetic counterpart.

In our derivation, we compare two separate situations, that we show to be physically not equiv-
alent: A) a source moving with respect to a reference source located at the same position when the
signal is emitted ; and B) an observer (detector) moving with respect to a reference observer located
at the same position when the signal is received.

Using the eikonal approximation to study GW propagation, we identify the following three
effects of a boost:

1. amplitude: it is amplified by the Doppler factor in case A, where the source moves with
respect to a reference source, while it is invariant in case B, where the observer moves with
respect to a reference observer;

2. polarization tensor: we explicitly show at fully non-linear order that the polarization
tensor is rotated in the same way the wave direction is rotated by aberration, such that the
only net effect of a boost on polarization is to change the phase of the helicity components.
This transformation occurs in both cases A and B, i.e. if the source moves with respect to
a reference source, or if the observer moves with respect to a reference observer, but the
intrinsic properties of the measured polarization are only modified in case A.1

3. frequency: it is enhanced by the Doppler factor, also in both cases A and B. More precisely,
there is a blueshift if the source moves with respect to a reference source in the direction of
the observer, or if the observer moves with respect to a reference observer in the direction of
the source.

4. energy density: it is enhanced by four powers of the Doppler factor in case A, whereas
it is only enhanced by two powers of the Doppler factor in case B. However, the total spe-
cific intensity, which is the flux of energy propagating in a given solid angle, transforms
symmetrically with four powers of the Doppler factor in both cases.

We stress that the fact that the source velocity affects the strain amplitude of the GW, while the
observer velocity does not, is a general property, valid in a generic space time (also in Minkowski).
This is due to the fact that the wave amplitude scales as 1/χ where χ =

√
dAo/dΩs, where dΩs

corresponds to the angle of the emitted bundle that is received by the observer and dAo is the
surface of the bundle at the observer. This quantity is the same for all observers related by a
boost (at the observer position) but it is not the same if we have two sources moving with different
velocities at the same point of emission. This apparent asymmetry between the motion of a source
and the motion of an observer does not break the equivalence principle but it is simply related to
the fact that cases A and B are two different physical situations, in which the distances between
the source and the observer are different, as detailed in section IV.

As a consequence of these transformation rules, we explicitly show that for a given source there
exists a whole class of equivalent sources, related by boosts and rotations, that give rise to exactly
the same observed signal, i.e. same amplitude, frequency and polarization tensor. This implies that
the source velocity cannot be inferred from an analysis of the received signal.2

1 We will detail that in case A, as a consequence of aberration, we do not receive the same signal (we see another
side of the source, hence the degree of polarisation is not the same), while in case B, the signal received is the
same, but the source appears at an aberrated direction.

2 In contrast, if the source velocity varies with time, the acceleration of the source can be measured from the
waveform [1–3].
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The rest of the paper is structured as follows: in section II we review the basic equations
governing the propagation of a GW in the eikonal approximation. We show that the GW amplitude
scales as the inverse of the distance χ, whose transformation under boosts of either the source or
the observer can be easily inferred. In section III we review the basic transformation rules between
observables defined in two frames related by a boost. This is applied in section IV to infer the
transformation properties of the GW amplitude, energy density, polarization tensor and frequency.
The observational implications of these transformation rules are discussed in section V, where we
build the family of equivalent sources generating the same observed signal. In section VI we turn
to a cosmological setting and we apply these general results to illustrate how a GW emitted by a
binary system of compact objects in the Newtonian approximation is affected by peculiar motions
of the source and the observer (with respect to the Hubble flow reference frame). Finally in section
VII we summarize the key points of our article, and in a series of appendices we explicit the analogy
with the electromagnetic case and geometric optics.

We use c = 1 (we put it back only where clarity requires it), and also ℏ = 1 while we keep track
of the gravitational constant G.

II. PROPAGATION OF GWS IN THE EIKONAL APPROXIMATION

A. WKB expansion

Let us consider the eikonal approximation to study GW propagation (see e.g. [17], [18] and
chapter 1 of [19]). We write the metric as

hµν = ℜ(Hµνe
iωΦ) , (2.1)

where ℜ is the real part of the expression in parenthesis. We assume that the phase Φ varies much
faster than the wave amplitude Hµν , hence we introduce the large dimensionless parameter ω that
governs a WKB type expansion.

At leading and next-to-leading order in the geometric optics parameter ω, Einstein equations3

lead to the following equation that describes the geometric optics regime:

−ω2kβk
βHµν + iω[2kβ∇βHµν +∇βk

βHµν ] +O(ω0) = 0 , (2.2)

where the eikonal momentum is kµ = ∂µΦ. This leads to the two conditions for each order in ω:

kβk
β = 0 , (2.3a)

2kβ∇βHµν + (∇βk
β)Hµν = 0 . (2.3b)

From eq. (2.3a) we see that kµ is a null vector. Since eq. (2.3a) implies kµ∇νkµ = 0, and with
∂µ∂νΦ = ∂ν∂µΦ, this leads directly to the null geodesic equation

kµ∇µkν = 0 . (2.4)

Therefore, in the eikonal approximation, we can define trajectories for gravitational waves which
are null geodesics, xµ(λ), with tangent vector dxµ/dλ = kµ always normal to the constant Φ

3 When treating hµν as a traceless perturbation around a background with metric gµν , with Levi-Civita connection
∇µ and Riemann tensor Rαβµν , the linearized Einstein equation leads to ∇α∇αhµν +2Rαµβνh

αβ − 2Rα(µh
α
ν) = 0

if the harmonic gauge condition ∇µhµν = 0 is satisfied. The term involving the Ricci and the Riemann tensor can
be discarded because they are of order O(ω0) in the WKB expansion. The GW wave equation eventually reduces
to ∇µ∇µhαβ = 0, which with the ansatz (2.1) leads to (2.2).
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null hypersurfaces. We also deduce that the phase is conserved along the geodesics: kµkµ =

(dxµ/dλ)∂µΦ = dΦ/dλ = 0. Moreover, the Lorenz gauge condition ∇µhµν = 0 at leading order in
ω leads to

kµHµν = 0 , (2.5)

which indicates that Hµν is a transverse tensor.

B. Amplitude and polarization

We split Hµν into an amplitude and a polarization unit tensor as

Hµν = Hϵµν , (2.6)

with

H =
√
H∗

µνH
µν , ϵµνϵ

µν = 1 , (2.7a)

kµϵµν = 0 , (2.7b)

which allows us to recast eq. (2.3b) as two separate equations

kµ∇µH = −1

2
θH; θ = ∇µk

µ , (2.8a)

kα∇αϵµν = 0 . (2.8b)

The second equation indicates that polarization is parallel-propagated along the null vector kµ,
while the first one leads to the covariant conservation of the flux (i.e. ∇α(H

2kα) = 0), which can
be interpreted as the conservation of the number of gravitons. In Eq. (2.8a), θ is the Sachs scalar
which characterizes the divergence of the geodesic beam. Eq. (2.8a) can be solved using that the
Sachs scalar is related to the variation of distances (valid at fully non linear order, see eq. (2.85) of
[20]) by

θ = ∇αk
α = 2

d logχ

dλ
. (2.9)

Here χ is a distance defined as

χ =

√
dAo

dΩs
, (2.10)

where dΩs corresponds to the solid angle of the emitted bundle of geodesics that is received by the
observer and dAo is the surface of the bundle at the observer.4 From now on we denote with a
subscript s quantities at the source and with a subscript o quantities at the observer. We obtain

H(λ) = H(λs)
χ(λs)

χ(λ)
, (2.11)

where λs has to be interpreted as some affine parameter close to the source. The GW amplitude
therefore scales as 1/χ =

√
dΩs/dAo, and the quantity

B ≡ H(λs)χ(λs) (2.12)

4 Note that the surface and the shape of a bundle (where it is not singular) does not depend on the observer
measuring it at a specific location. See section IVB for a proof.
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is an intrinsic property of the signal emitted by the source which does not depend on the λs used
to define it.

As illustrated in Fig. 1, one can define another notion of distance, just by interchanging the role
of source and observer. This gives rise to the angular diameter distance

DA =

√
dAs

dΩo
, (2.13)

which relates the solid angle at the observer to the surface at the source. In Fig. 1, we show that
the exchange of the role of source and observer, can be interpreted as if the observer was irradiating
the source with a beam whose opening angle is dΩo, going backward in time.

These distances are usually introduced in the electromagnetic context and they require the
concept of rays. It follows that they can be extended also to the gravitational wave context, as long
as the geometric optics approximation is valid (even if rays are not observable in that context).
These two distances are related by the reciprocity relation (see e.g. eq. (3.67) in [21] or eq. (3.30)
of [20])

χ = (1 + z)DA , (2.14)

where the source redshift is defined as

(1 + z) =
uµskµ
uµokµ

, (2.15)

with uµs and uµo the source and observer 4-velocities.

O
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the beam from the source reaching the observer (in red), and of the
fictitious beam sent from the observer backward in time to the source (in blue).

We observe that the distance χ is the distance measured by the source to the observer when
the signal is received. On the other hand, the angular diameter distance is the distance χ that is
obtained by interchanging the role of source and observer: the observer sends a bundle back in
time to irradiate the source. It corresponds to a distance measured by the observer to the source
at emission time.

C. Energy and energy density

For future use, it is useful to derive the energy momentum tensor associated with the GW, in
this geometric optics picture. We start from the general definition of the energy momentum tensor
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[19]

tµν =
c4

32πG

[
∂µhαβ∂νh

αβ
]
av
, (2.16)

where the square brackets denote an average over several periods of the wave. At leading order in
geometric optics we obtain

tµν =
c4

64πG
H2kµkν , (2.17)

and the associated energy density for a given observer with velocity uµ = dxµ/dτ is

ρGW =
c2

64πG
H2 (kµu

µ)2 . (2.18)

The scalar quantity − (kµu
ν) is interpreted as the energy E measured by the observer. It is

associated with the rate of change of the phase seen by an observer with velocity uµ since

−dΦ

dτ
= −uµ∂µΦ = −uµkµ = E = 2πf , (2.19)

where f is the GW frequency.
From eq. (2.18) we introduce the “luminosity distance” DL, defined such that the GW energy

density scales as 1/D2
L. From the scaling (2.11) and the definition of redshift (2.15), this latter

distance is related to the other distances by

DL = (1 + z)χ = (1 + z)2DA . (2.20)

From this relation, we see that the luminosity distance DL that governs the scaling of the GW
energy density is nothing else than the standard luminosity distance defined for electromagnetic
sources [21]. With this we can write eq. (2.11) in the alternative forms

H(λ) =
B

(1 + z(λ))DA(λ)
= B (1 + z(λ))

DL(λ)
. (2.21)

Hence, whatever the waveform considered, the GW amplitude (hence the strain) scales as 1/χ =

1/[(1 + z)DA] = (1 + z)/DL.
Note that all the results of this section can also be obtained in the case of electromagnetism and

light propagation along rays in the geometric optics approximation. One needs only to consider
an expansion for the potential vector aµ analogous to the expansion (2.1), see appendix A for the
essential results.

III. TRANSFORMATIONS UNDER A BOOST

Since we are interested in computing the impact of the source and observer velocity on GWs,
we start by reviewing the transformation properties of observable quantities defined in two frames
related by a boost.
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A. Boost components

We associate to each observer a frame described by a tetrad, that is an orthonormal basis of
four vectors. They are noted eµa = (uµ, eµi ) and ẽµa = (ũµ, ẽµi ). The first vector of each tetrad is the
observer 4-velocity, and the remaining three are a set of orthonormal spatial vectors. These tetrads
are related by [22]

ẽµa = eµb (Λ
−1)ba = Λa

beµb , (3.1)

where

Λ0
0 = γ , Λ0

i = Λi
0 = γvi , Λi

j = δji +
γ2

1 + γ
viv

j , (3.2)

with γ ≡ 1/
√
1− β2 and β2 ≡ viv

i. In particular the 4-velocities in the two frames are related
covariantly by

ũ = γ(u+ v), u = γ(ũ− ṽ) , (3.3)

where the spatial boost velocities defined by each observer are

v ≡ viei, ṽ ≡ viẽi . (3.4)

B. Doppler effect

We decompose the eikonal momentum kµ in two different ways, depending on the frame in which
it is observed, as

k = E(u− n) = Ẽ(ũ− ñ) , u · n = ũ · ñ = 0 . (3.5)

Note that kµ is an intrinsic property of the wave, which depends on the spacetime geometry but
not on the observer. It is therefore the same in both frames. Its projection on the observer tetrad
is, on the other hand, observer-dependent. With this choice n and ñ correspond to the directions
of observation, whereas the directions of propagation of the wave are −n and −ñ. The energies or
frequencies in both frames are related by

Ẽ = −ũ · k ≡ DE , (3.6)

where the Doppler shift factor is defined as

D ≡ γ(1 + n · v) = 1

γ(1− ñ · ṽ)
. (3.7)

We define the components of the direction vectors in their respective frame by

ni ≡ n · ei , ñi ≡ ñ · ẽi , (3.8)

where in the last notation (ñi), the tilde stretches over both the vector and the components to
emphasize that not only it is not the same vector, but its components are not read in the same
basis. With these definitions, the scalar products in (3.7) are expressed with definitions (3.4) as
n · v = niv

i and ñ · ṽ = ñiv
i.
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C. Aberration

From the decomposition (3.5) and the Doppler shift definition (3.7), the aberrated direction is
simply given covariantly by

ñ = ũ+D−1(n− u) . (3.9)

However in practical situations we are interested in relating the components (3.8), and from the
transformation of the basis (3.1) we find ñi = D−1

(
Λ j
i nj + Λ 0

i

)
, that is

ñi =
1

D

(
ni +

γ2

1 + γ
n · vvi + γvi

)
. (3.10)

Defining v̂ as the unit vector in direction of v such that v = βv̂ and vi = βv̂i, the expression for
aberration is more often rewritten in terms of components along and orthogonally to vi as

ñi =
v̂i

1 + n · v
(
nj v̂

j + β
)
+

1

γ(1 + n · v)
(ni − n · v̂v̂i) , (3.11)

which leads to the usual aberration formula

ñ · ˆ̃v = ñiv̂
i =

n · v̂ + β

1 + n · v
. (3.12)

Notice that the aberration equation (3.10) can also be reformulated in compact form as

ñi =
1

D
(ni + αv̂i) , with α ≡ (γ − 1)n · v̂ + γβ , (3.13)

and the normalisation of ñi implies the identity

1 + 2αn · v̂ + α2 = D2 . (3.14)

Finally, in appendix B we show that aberration can be recast as

ñi = R j
i nj , (3.15)

where R j
i ≡ R j

i (vk, nk) is a rotation whose characteristics depend on n and v, which is defined
by (B4), and whose explicit expression is given by (B7).

D. Adapted coordinates

When the spherical coordinates associated to the zenith direction v̂ are chosen, that is v̂ = ez and
n = sin θ(cosϕex+sinϕey)+cos θez, the Doppler shift factor (3.7) reads D = (1+β cos θ)/

√
1− β2,

and the aberration relation (3.12) simply reduces to

ϕ̃ = ϕ , cos θ̃ =
cos θ + β

1 + β cos θ
⇒ sin θ̃ =

sin θ

γ(1 + β cos θ)
. (3.16)

This form of the aberration relation is plotted for various values of β in Fig. 2.
It is clear that for directions pointing initially (before the boost) in the hemisphere defined by

the boost velocity (that is with θ ≤ π/2), the Doppler shift factor (3.7) satisfies D ≥ 1 for all
values of β (meaning that the energy is always blueshifted) and tends to infinity when β → 1.
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FIG. 2. Top left: Doppler shift factor D as a function of the initial direction angle (before the boost) θ for
several values of β = v/c. Top right: D as function of the final direction angle (after the boost) θ̃. Bottom
left: D as function of β for several initial directions. For θ > π/2, D first decreases, then reaches a minimum
when β = − cos θ, and subsequently increases until diverging when β → 1. Bottom right: Aberrated angle θ̃
as a function of the initial direction angle θ. All directions (except θ = π) are attracted toward θ̃ = 0 when
β → 1. See also Fig. 5 for an illustration of the aberration of directions and the effect on polarization.

However the behaviour is different for directions pointing away from the velocity hemisphere (for
θ > π/2 hence cos θ < 0), since for small β it behaves as D = 1 + β cos θ + O(β2). In that case
for small velocities the Doppler shift factor decreases (the energy is redshifted) as β increases, until
reaching a minimum Dmin =

√
1− cos2 θ when βmin = − cos θ. For larger values (β ≥ βmin) the

Doppler shift factor increases and the condition D ≥ 1 (blueshifting of energy) is satisfied when
β ≥ −2 cos θ/(1 + cos2 θ) and the Doppler shift factor eventually diverges toward infinity when
β → 1. Generically, all directions tend to align with the boost direction when β → 1, as one finds
in that limit θ̃ → 0 and D−1 → 0.

The previous limits for D−1 and θ̃ are not valid for the special point θ = π (when the initial
direction is exactly the opposite of the boost velocity) for which θ̃ = π for all β and D−1 → ∞
when β → 1, hence the convergence θ̃ → 0 is not uniform as is manifest in the bottom right
panel of Fig. 2, and nor is the convergence D−1 → 0. In fact, it is possible to check that the
asymptotic behaviour when β → 1 for the Doppler shift factor is D−2 → 2δD(cos θ + 1) where
δD is the Dirac distribution. This is required because the total solid angle must be conserved and
from (4.6) we must always have

∫
D−2dΩ = 4π. With the adapted coordinates we find indeed

that 2π
∫ −1+ϵ
−1 (1 − β2)/(1 + β cos θ)2d cos θ = 2π(1 + β)ϵ/(1 − β + βϵ) → 4π in the limit β → 1
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which proves the presence in the limit of a Dirac distribution in the direction opposite to the boost
velocity (θ = π).

E. Transformation of polarization

We now detail how a given polarization tensor in a reference frame is perceived (i.e. measured)
in a boosted frame. The transformation rule of the GW polarization tensor is similar to the
transformation rule of the polarization vector for light which is detailed in appendix B.

The gauge condition (2.7b) does not fully determine the polarization, and all polarization tensors
of the form ϵµν+2ξ(µkν), with kµξµ = 0 are equally valid. We find that to ensure the extra Coulomb
gauge condition ũµϵ̃µν = 0, we need to choose

ϵ̃µν = ϵµν + ξµk̂ν + ξν k̂µ , (3.17)

with k̂µ ≡ kµ/Ẽ and

ξµ =
1

2
(ϵσν ũ

σũν) k̂µ + ϵµν ũ
ν =

(
1

2
γ2vσvνϵσν

)
k̂µ + γvνϵνµ . (3.18)

Explicitly, one has5

ϵ̃µν = ϵµν + 2ũαϵα(µ(ũν) − ñν)) + ϵαβũ
αũβ(ũµ − ñµ)(ũν − ñν) . (3.19)

The components6 ϵ̃ij ≡ ϵ̃µν ẽ
µ
i ẽ

ν
j are found like for the vector case in appendix B. One eventually

finds

ϵ̃ij = R k
i R

l
j ϵkl , (3.20)

or explicitly

ϵ̃ij =

[
δki −

1

D
((γ − 1)v̂i + γβni) v̂

k

] [
δlj −

1

D
((γ − 1)v̂j + γβnj) v̂

l

]
ϵkl . (3.21)

This is consistent with the results of [5], which showed that, at linear order in velocities, the effect
of a boost is to rotate the polarization tensor. Here we show that this result is valid at any order
in velocity. The direction of propagation also undergoes the same rotation [see eq. (3.15)], hence
when projecting the rotated polarization on a screen orthogonal to the aberrated direction, the only
effect one can have is a rotation of polarization modes, as we now detail.

First, the basis eθ, eϕ used to define helicities at the aberrated direction ñi is not equal to the
one at the initial direction ni rotated by this same rotation Rij :

ẽiθ(ñ) ̸= Ri
je

j
θ(n) , ẽiϕ(ñ) ̸= Ri

je
j
ϕ(n) . (3.22)

Instead, defining Rd̂(φ) as the rotation around an axis d̂ by an angle φ, there exists a spin phase
between eiθ,ϕ(ñ) and Ri

je
j
θ,ϕ(n) (see e.g. C10 of [26] or appendix A of [27])

ẽiθ(ñ) = [Rñ(−δ)]ijR
j
ke

k
θ(n) = Ri

j [Rn(−δ)]jke
k
θ(n) , (3.23)

5 This transformation rule can be written using the screen projection operator (B2) as ϵ̃µν = S̃ α
µ S̃ β

ν ϵαβ , similarly
to the vector case. The structure of the projection is in all aspects similar to the transformation under a boost of
the tensor valued distribution function describing statistically unpolarized photon background [23–25].

6 The tilde stretches over the tensor name and its components to emphasize that not only it is not the same tensor
so as to satisfy the Coulomb gauge condition, but its components are also not read in the same basis.
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and similarly for eϕ. If we introduce an helicity basis

e± =
1√
2
(eθ ∓ ieϕ) , (3.24)

then it transforms as

ẽi±(ñ) = e∓iδRi
ke

k
±(n) . (3.25)

Therefore, from (3.20) and the previous transformation of the helicity basis, the polarization com-
ponents in the helicity basis

ϵ±(n) ≡ ϵijei∓(n)e
j
∓(n) (3.26)

transform according to

ϵ̃±(ñ) ≡ ϵ̃ij ẽi∓(ñ)ẽ
j
∓(ñ) = e±2iδϵ±(n) . (3.27)

It is often more practical to use another basis to extract the polarization components, namely
to consider the components

ϵ(+)(n) ≡
1

2
[ϵ+(n) + ϵ−(n)] = ϵije

i
θ(n)e

j
θ(n) = −ϵije

i
ϕ(n)e

j
ϕ(n) , (3.28a)

ϵ(×)(n) ≡
1

2i
[ϵ+(n)− ϵ−(n)] = ϵije

i
θ(n)e

j
ϕ(n) . (3.28b)

which transform as

ϵ̃(+)(ñ) = cos(2δ)ϵ(+)(n)− sin(2δ)ϵ(×)(n) , (3.29a)
ϵ̃(×)(ñ) = sin(2δ)ϵ(+)(n) + cos(2δ)ϵ(×)(n) . (3.29b)

Finally, note that in the particular case where the azimuthal direction of the spherical coordinates
system is aligned with the boost velocity direction as in section III D, the effect of the rotation R j

i

on the direction nj consists in a transport along the meridian circles (ϕ = cst), and the effect on
the polarization ϵij consists in a parallel transport along these circles. Since by construction eθ and
eϕ are also parallel transported along the meridian circles, the spin phase δ vanishes and eqs. (3.22)
become equalities.

IV. EFFECT OF A BOOST ON A GRAVITATIONAL WAVE

We now have all the ingredients to study the effect of a boost on a GW. We recall that the
results of the previous section are general: the tilde and not tilde frames are related by a boost
with velocity v. We now consider a set of sources and observers defined in the following way:

• at a given point of spacetime we have two sources. The first source is a reference source with
frame S (whose 4-velocity is uµs ) and the second moves with velocity vs with respect to the
reference source (at the moment of emission), hence defining the associated boosted frame
S̃ with 4-velocity ũµs . The directions of a given eikonal momentum kµ defined in (3.5) are
nsi for the S frame and ñsi for the S̃ frame, and they are related by the aberration rotation
ñsi = Rs j

i n
s
j where Rs

ij ≡ Rij(v
s
k, n

s
k).
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• at a given point of spacetime we have two observers looking at the same source. The first
observer is a reference observer, whose frame is O (whose 4-velocity is uµo ), and the second
observer is boosted with velocity vo with respect to the reference observer (at the moment
of reception), hence defining a frame Õ with 4-velocity ũµo . The directions of a given eikonal
momentum kµ defined in (3.5) are noi for the O frame and ñoi for the Õ frame, and they are
related by the aberration rotation ñoi = Ro j

i noj where Ro
ij ≡ Rij(v

o
k, n

o
k).

We want to compare to the reference case (S,O) the two following situations:

• situation A: a signal is emitted in S̃ and received by O ;

• situation B: a signal is emitted in S and received by Õ .

In particular we want to relate the strain measured by the observer in situation A to the reference
case, and similarly for situation B. For simplicity we first assume throughout this section that the
amplitude emitted by the source is isotropic in its frame, that is B (defined in (2.12)) is an intrinsic
constant of the source and does not depend on the direction of emission. The case of realistic
sources with an anisotropic emission is then detailed in section V.

A. Effect on redshift

A signal emitted by the reference source, and measured by the reference observer is seen with a
reference redshift defined by

1 + zref =
kµu

µ
s

kµu
µ
o
=
Es

Eo
. (4.1)

From the transformation of energy (3.6), let us define Doppler shift factors between the boosted
observer and the reference observer, and between the boosted source and the reference source
respectively as

Do ≡
kµũ

µ
o

kµu
µ
o
=
Ẽo

Eo
, Ds ≡

kµũ
µ
s

kµu
µ
s
=
Ẽs

Es
. (4.2)

In situation A and B, the redshift transforms respectively as

A: 1 + z̃ ≡ kµũ
µ
s

kµu
µ
o
= Ds(1 + zref) , B: 1 + z̃ ≡ kµu

µ
s

kµũ
µ
o
= D−1

o (1 + zref) . (4.3)

In the most general situation in which both source and observer move with respect to the reference
source and reference observer, respectively, we have

1 + z̃ ≡ kµũ
µ
s

kµũ
µ
o
=
Ẽs

Ẽo

= D−1Es

Eo
= D−1(1 + zref) , with D ≡ Do

Ds
. (4.4)

The joint Doppler factor D is a central quantity in the transformation rules. When the transforma-
tion rule of a given quantity depends only on D, the transformation is said to be symmetric in the
roles of the source and observer, since at linear order in velocities we have D ≃ 1 + (vo − vs) · n.

If the observer moves radially, along the direction ni, we can define an observer radial velocity
vio = vrado ni. Similarly if the source moves radially in the direction of ni we define vis = vrads ni. The
Doppler factors then take the simpler form

Do =

√
1 + vrado

1− vrado

, Ds =

√
1 + vrads

1− vrads

. (4.5)
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If the observer moves toward the source, vrado > 0, and for relativistic velocities we can use the
approximation Do ∼ 2γo. If the source moves toward the observer, vrads < 0, and for relativistic
velocities we have D−1

s ∼ 2γs.

B. Effect on distances

As seen in section II B, distances depend on the ratio of surface elements dA and solid angles dΩ.
The area of the cross-section of the beam at the observer is well-defined independently of the four-
velocity of the observer. Indeed, if one observer with uµ defines two separation vectors ξµ1,2 such that
ξµ1,2uµ = kµξ

µ
1,2 = 0 (i.e. ξµ1,2 are spatial for this observer and orthogonal to the wave propagation),

then another observer with ũµ would define two related separation vectors by ξ̃µ1,2 = ξµ1,2 + α1,2k
µ,

with α1,2 chosen such that ξ̃µ1,2ũµ = ξ̃µ1,2kµ = 0. It is clear that ξµ1,2ξ
ν
1,2gµν = ξ̃µ1,2ξ̃

ν
1,2gµν , hence

shapes and areas are preserved. Therefore the concept of beam shape and area, wherever the beam
is not singular, is observer independent (see also section 3.4 of [21] or section 2.1.2 of [20]).

On the other hand, in order to measure the size of the beam where it converges in terms of a
solid angle dΩ it is necessary to take into account the 4-velocity of the frame in which angles are
measured. Let us assume that, at that point, we have two observers with velocities uµ and ũµ. The
solid angles in the two cases are related via

dΩ

dΩ̃
= D2 =

(
kµũ

µ

kµuµ

)2

. (4.6)

Indeed, using natural spherical coordinates associated with the zenith direction v̂ as in section III D,
dΩ = sin θdθdϕ. From (3.16), we find sin θ̃dθ̃/dθ = D−2 sin θ, with D = γ(1+β cos θ), and therefore
sin θ̃dθ̃dϕ̃ = D−2 sin θdθdϕ.

This change of solid angles holds when considering two different sources with Doppler shift Ds,
emitting the same beam toward the observer, and the solid angle at emission is either dΩs or dΩ̃s

depending on the source frame, or when considering two different observers with Doppler shift Do

sending a fictitious beam towards the same source, and the solid angle of the fictitious beam they
send is either dΩo or dΩ̃o depending on the observer frame,7 hence

dΩ̃o

dΩo
= D−2

o ,
dΩ̃s

dΩs
= D−2

s . (4.7)

With this we can determine how distances are affected in situation A and B.

1. Moving source (situation A) : Do = 1,Ds ̸= 1

We want to relate the distance χ(S → O), from the source frame S to the observer O, to the
distance χ(S̃ → O), from the source frame S̃ to the observer O. Using (4.7) we obtain

χ(S̃ → O) =

√
dAo

dΩ̃s

=

√
dAo

dΩs

√
dΩs

dΩ̃s

= Dsχ(S → O) . (4.8)

The distance χ is therefore directly affected by the source velocity.

7 Note that while in the case of GW sources the notion of solid angle at the observer is a pure mathematical
construction, in other situations such solid angles are physically relevant, e.g. if one observes galaxies, whose area
are seen under solid angle dΩo.
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On the other hand, the angular distance DA at which both sources are seen by the reference
observer is invariant, in accordance to (2.14), that is (notice that here the arrow goes to the left
because in the definition of the angular diameter distance we are considering a virtual beam going
from the observer towards the source)

DA(S̃ ← O) = DA(S ← O) . (4.9)

The transformation of DL is found from the relations (2.20) and we get

DL(S̃ → O)
DL(S → O)

=

(
1 + z̃

1 + zref

)
χ(S̃ → O)
χ(S → O)

= D2
s . (4.10)

2. Moving observer (situation B): Ds = 1,Do ̸= 1

We want to relate the distance χ measured from the source S to Õ, to the reference distance
χ, separating the reference source and observer, S to O. Since χ does not depend on the observer
velocity by definition

χ(S → Õ) = χ(S → O) . (4.11)

However, in this situation B, the angular distance at which both observers see the reference
source is not the same. We recall that the solid angles at which they see a source is modified by
aberration, according to (4.7) evaluated at the observer. Hence, using (4.7), the respective angular
distances are related by

DA(S ← Õ) =

√
dAs

dΩ̃o

=

√
dAs

dΩo

√
dΩo

dΩ̃o

= DoDA(S ← O) . (4.12)

The transformation of the luminosity distance is obtained from definition (2.20) and we get

DL(S → Õ)
DL(S → O)

=

(
1 + z̃

1 + zref

)
χ(S → Õ)
χ(S → O)

= D−1
o . (4.13)

3. Summary

We can now consider a situation where both the source and the observer move with respect
to the reference source and observer respectively. We need only to combine the transformation
relations of the previous sections and we find

χ(S̃ → Õ) = Ds χ(S → O) ,

DA(S̃ ← Õ) = DoDA(S ← O) ,

DL(S̃ → Õ) =
D2

s

Do
DL(S → O) .

(4.14a)

(4.14b)

(4.14c)

We see that all three distances transform in an asymmetric way under a boost of the source and
of the observer, i.e. the Doppler factors D−1

s and Do appear with different powers such that the
transformations rules cannot be expressed in terms of the joint Doppler factor D. This asymmetry,
which had already been found at linear order in the velocity [14, 15], does not break any equivalence
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principle, but it is simply linked to the fact that situation A and B are not physically equivalent,
as we will discuss in more detail in section IV D. We also check that the ratio of χ/DA transforms
with a factor D−1, in the same way as (1 + z) in (4.4). From this, it follows that χ/DA ∝ (1 + z)

which is consistent with the relation (2.14).8

C. Effect on amplitude and energy density

We now deduce how the strain is transformed for a source emitting isotropically, from (2.11), us-
ing that in such a case B is an intrinsic property of the source. From the transformation rule (4.14a)
we find that when the source moves with respect to the reference source, the strain is modified as

H(S̃ → O) = D−1
s H(S → O) . (4.15)

For a source moving radially towards the observer Ds < 1 and the strain is therefore amplified by
the source velocity. In the case of relativistic velocities, this amplification becomes 2γs. On the
other hand, when the observer moves with respect to the reference observer the strain does not
change

H(S → Õ) = H(S → O) . (4.16)

This is expected since in the latter case both observers measure the same scalar field (the GW
amplitude) at the same point of spacetime, hence they must agree on the observed amplitude,
whereas in the former case an observer is comparing two physically different signals emitted by
different sources.

We are now in position to deduce how the total energy density of the signal received by the
observer is transformed. The energy which appears in the expression (2.18) of the GW energy
density is the observed energy, that is kµu

µ
o for the reference observer and kµũ

µ
o for the boosted

observer. We must also consider that the source emits a GW with a given energy in its frame.
From (4.4) the energies are related by

Ẽo/Ẽs

Eo/Es
=

1 + zref
1 + z̃

= D . (4.17)

Comparing two sources that are emitting the same energy (as measured in their own proper frame),
i.e. with Ẽs = Es we obtain

Ẽo = DEo . (4.18)

Hence the energy measured transforms symetrically.
Using (4.15), (4.16) for the transformation of the strain, and (4.18) for the transformation of

the observed energy, we obtain the following relations for the energy density and the strain, in the
general case where both the source and the observer move with respect to the reference situation

H(S̃ → Õ) = D−1
s H(S → O) ,

ρGW(S̃ → Õ) = D2
o D−4

s ρGW(S → O) .

(4.19a)

(4.19b)

8 This can even be viewed as a proof of (2.14) since both distances must agree for small redshifts and separations,
hence the constant of proportionality must be unity and therefore χ/DA = (1 + z).
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We recover that the energy density transforms as D−2
L does, in agreement with the definition of

the luminosity distance. The asymmetry in the source and observer velocity, i.e. the fact that the
Doppler factors Do and D−1

s appear with different powers in the transformation rule, is directly
due to the fact that the strain scales as the inverse of the distance χ and that distances do not
transform in a symmetric way under a boost of source and observer.

D. Interpretation of the asymmetry in the distance and amplitude

Let us recall the definitions of distances χ and DA. The distance χ is the distance defined by
the source when the signal is received by the observer. On the other hand, the angular diameter
distance is the distance χ defined by an observer sending a fictitious signal toward the past, and
which would be received by the source at emission time. It corresponds to a distance defined by
the observer when the fictitious signal reaches the source (hence at the emission time).

1. Galilean relativity

Let us focus first on effects linear in v/c, and consider a flat background. This corresponds to
restricting to Galilean relativity only. Let us also assume that in the reference situation the source
and the observer have the same velocity, hence zref = 0. In that reference situation, the observer
is at a distance dref both when the signal is emitted and when the signal is received. However in
situation A, if the moving source moves toward the observer (compared to the reference situation),
the distance at emission is still dref but it is reduced to dref(1 − v/c) when the signal is received.
The former distance corresponds to the angular distance DA(S̃ ← O), whereas the latter distance
is the distance of propagation of the signal χ(S̃ → O). Since, for the moving source, the distance
at reception is reduced, the dilution of the wave amplitude from propagation is also reduced and
the signal is enhanced.

In situation B, the observer moves towards the source (compared to the reference situation).
The distance at emission must be dref(1 + v/c) so that it is reduced to dref at reception due to the
motion of the observer toward the source. The former distance is DA(S ← Õ) whereas the latter
distance is the propagation distance χ(S → Õ). Hence in this case, the distance at reception is the
same for the moving observer and the reference observer, meaning that the wave amplitude is not
affected by the observer velocity.

From this, we see that even though in both situations the redshift induced by the motion
(z = −v/c) is the same (be it the source moving toward the reference observer, or the observer
moving towards the reference source), the situations are not symmetric in terms of distances. For
instance from the discussion above we have

χ(S̃ → O) = χ(S → Õ)− dref
v

c
. (4.20)

In other words, in situation B the source and the observer are separated by a propagation distance
χ(S → Õ) = dref when the signal is received, whereas in situation A they are separated by
a propagation distance χ(S̃ → O) = dref(1 − v/c) when the signal is received. Therefore the
amplitude of the GW is not the same in these two physically different situations. Note that this
also explains why the luminosity distance DL is not affected in the same way by the source and
observer velocities, as shown in [14, 15].9 If we want situation B to be exactly as situation A
9 In [16] it was argued that to solve the asymmetry between the impact of source and observer velocity on distances

it is necessary to account for the evolution of velocities with time and to include the effect of gravitational redshift.
Here we show however that this asymmetry is real and does not violate the equivalence principle.
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up to a Galilean transformation, we must also shift the observer worldline toward the source by
a displacement dref v/c, and this would enhance the signal observed as in situation A with the
rule (4.15).

2. Special relativity

The next level of interpretation to understand how distances are modified is in special relativity,
that is when considering a Minkowski background but without restricting expressions to linear
order in v/c. We also assume that in the reference situation the source and the observer share the
same velocity, such that zref = 0. This configuration is illustrated in Fig. 3, where we compare the
observer and source worldlines in the reference situation, in situation A and situation B. In this
context, the distance χ reduces to the distance measured in the source frame between the source
and the observer when the signal is received, while the distance DA is the distance measured in
the observer frame between the source and the observer when the signal is emitted. In the figure
we attach Minkowski diagrams to the source position at emission and the observer position at
reception. They consist of the velocity vector and the associated orthonormal spatial unit vector
used to measure distances. In situation A, DA is the same as in the reference situation, that is
DA(S ← O) = DA(S̃ ← O), whereas in situation B, it is χ which is the same as in the reference
situation, that is χ(S → O) = χ(S → Õ). The last panel on the right corresponds to the situation
in which we boost the whole Minkowski spacetime in such a way that the observer has the same
velocity as the reference observer (while the source moves). The resulting picture is equivalent to
situation B, and it can be seen that in order to be equivalent to situation A, one has to consider a
different observer with the same velocity whose worldline is closer to the source (see caption of Fig. 3
for more explanations). Again, as in the Galilean relativity interpretation, this latter modification
reduces distances, hence it amplifies the strain so as to obtain results exactly similar to situation A,
that is the strain transformation is given by eq. (4.15) when considering a different observer with a
worldline shifted closer to the source.

E. Effect on specific intensity

The object that transforms symmetrically in the transformations of situation A and B is the
specific intensity for an ensemble of sources (or for an extended source, if it exists), since this does
not depend on distances. In the following, we write this quantity for the reference situation in which
the source frame is S and the observer frame is O. For an extended source (or for an ensemble
of sources), the energy density associated to the surface element dAs can be defined adapting the
definition (2.18) as

dρGW =
c2

64πG

dΣ

dEs
dEsE

2
oH

2dAs , (4.21)

where dAs is the infinitesimal surface element and dΣ/dEs is the superficial density per unit of
emitted energy. Then using (2.21) and recalling that dAs = dΩoD

2
A, we obtain

dρGW

dΩod logEo
(S → O) = c2

64πG

dΣ

dEs
B2E3

s

1

(1 + zref)4
, (4.22)

where B is defined in (2.12), and where we used that d logEs = d logEo. The observed energy Eo

corresponds to an emitted energy Eref = Es and Es/Eo = 1 + zref . Eq. (4.22) is the expression of
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uÕ

kµ

DA(S ← Õ)
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FIG. 3. Comparison of reference situation with situations A and B in a Minkowski background, with
v/c = 0.25. For each source and observer, we show the velocity unit vector (thick continuous arrow) and
the spatial unit vector (thin dashed arrow) which is used to measure distances in the associated frame. The
distance measured in the source frame when the reference null geodesic (in red dashed line), with initial
wave vector kµ (red arrow), is received corresponds to χ, whereas the distance measured in the observer
frame when the signal is emitted corresponds to DA. In situation A, DA is the same as in the reference
situation, that is DA(S ← O) = DA(S̃ ← O), whereas in situation B, it is χ which is the same as in the
reference situation, that is χ(S → O) = χ(S → Õ). The last panel corresponds to situation B, where we
have applied a global boost on both the source and the observer such that the observer moves with the
same velocity as the reference observer. It is therefore equivalent to situation B, and it can be seen that in
order to be equivalent to situation A, one must consider a different observer whose worldline is closer to the
source. The dotted red line is a null geodesic corresponding to a pulse emitted after a given source proper
time. In both situations A and B, the observer time difference at which these pulses are received is smaller
due to Doppler effect, see eq. (4.29) below.

the energy density of particles (photons or gravitons) in a logarithmic band of energy received in
an infinitesimal solid angle. It is directly proportional to the energy flux per surface area per solid
angle (in a logarithmic band of energy), which is the specific intensity received from the (equivalent)
extended source (represented by the blue surface in Fig. 1).

If we repeat the procedure with a boosted source and a boosted observer we obtain

dρGW

dΩ̃od log Ẽo

(S̃ → Õ) = c2

64πG

dΣ

dẼs

B2Ẽ3
s

1

(1 + z̃)4
. (4.23)

Eqs. (4.22) and (4.23) do not depend on distances anymore. In eq. (4.23), the observed energy Ẽo

corresponds to an emitted energy Eref = Ẽs with Ẽs/Ẽo = 1 + z̃ = Ds/Do(1 + zref). For a given
Eref the observed energy when both the source and the observer move is related to the observed
energy in the reference situation by (4.18), that is with the joint Doppler factor.

The quantity

dρGW

dΩsd logEref
(Eref) ≡

c2

(64πG)
E3

refB2
dΣ

dEref
(4.24)

is the specific intensity of the extended source, i.e. an intrinsic property of the source. When
both the source and the observer move with respect to the reference source and reference observer
respectively, the transformation rule of specific intensity can be expressed with the joint Doppler
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factor (4.4) as10

dρGW

dΩ̃od log Ẽo

(S̃ → Õ) = D4 dρGW

dΩod logEo
(S → O) , (4.26)

where it is understood that the left hand side is evaluated at Ẽo, whereas the right hand side is
evaluated at the related Eo, and both energies are related by (4.18).

In addition, it is immediate to deduce that the total specific intensity obtained by integrating
over all logarithmic energy bands

dρGW

dΩo
=

∫
dρGW

dΩod logEo
d logEo , (4.27)

transforms with the same Doppler factors
dρGW

dΩ̃o

(S̃ → Õ) = D4dρGW

dΩo
(S → O) , (4.28)

since d ln Ẽo = d lnEo. This is compatible with the transformation rules for the total energy density
received from a source, namely eqs. (4.19b), since dΩo is invariant in situation A, but is modified
in situation B as dΩ̃o = D−2

o dΩo [see eq. (4.7)]. This is another way to see that the ratio of energy
over unit solid angle, i.e. the total specific intensity, transforms with a factor D4 in both situations.
In situation A, the total energy density received is enhanced by a factor D−4

s , but the source is seen
through the same solid angle dΩo, whereas in situation B, the total energy received is enhanced
by a factor D2

o , but from differential aberration it is seen through a solid angle reduced by a factor
D2

o , such that it transforms with a factor D4
o . An alternative derivation of these transformation

properties based on the graviton distribution function can be found in [6] (see also appendix of
[28]).11

Finally, as detailed in appendix A, this derivation is in all aspects similar to the case of elec-
tromagnetism. If in that case the total specific intensity (4.27) is the one of a black body, it
is proportional to T 4, where T is the temperature, hence from the transformation law (4.28) we
recover that the observed temperature from a given source transforms as T̃o = DTo.

F. Effect on frequency

From eqs. (2.19) and (2.15), the frequencies associated with the phase variations for the observer
and the source are related by

dΦ

dτ

∣∣∣∣
o

=
1

(1 + z)

dΦ

dτ

∣∣∣∣
s

. (4.29)

Since the phase is conserved during propagation, the phase difference between two pulses emitted
by the source (e.g. two maxima of the emitted wave) is the same as the phase difference when these

10 If we define the specific intensity as the energy density per solid angle, and per energy band instead of per
logarithmic energy band, then the transformation rule is

dρGW

dΩ̃odẼo

(S̃ → Õ) = D3 dρGW

dΩodEo
(S → O) , (4.25)

11 We stress that in the context of an astrophysical background, where we are collecting at the observer position
contributions of a collection of sources along the line of a sight, the contribution of source and observer velocities
inside the integral is symmetric when integrating along the line of sight over the physical thickness, or equivalently
over the source proper time, see equation (1) of [29]. However, when the integration variable used is conformal
time, the contribution becomes asymmetric since dτ/dη depends only locally on the source velocity and not on
the observer velocity, see eq. (67) of [30].
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pulses are received by the observer. Therefore, the infinitesimal proper time between two pulses
are related by

dτo = (1 + z)dτs. (4.30)

The situation is perfectly symmetric in both situations A and B described above. More precisely if
we start from a reference situation with redshift zref , then any modified redfshift z̃ induced by the
motion of the source (situation A) or of the observer (situation B) with respect to this situation
is taken into account by using (1 + z̃) from eq. (4.4) instead of (1 + z) in (4.29) and (4.30). The
transformation rule is therefore

dτ̃o
dτ̃s

= D−1dτo
dτs

. (4.31)

V. REALISTIC WAVEFORMS

Until now we have assumed that the source was emitting isotropically a signal. In this section
we release this assumption, and we generalise our results to the case in which the source emits a
non-isotropic wave, as for example a binary system of compact objects. The main difference with
respect to the previous treatment is that now the wave intrinsic amplitude B (defined in (2.12)) is
a function of the source direction, which is aberrated by boosts.

A. Global tetrad frame

In this section, we construct a special reference observer, related to a given emitting source, by
parallel transporting the source tetrad along a geodesic. We also explain how the same construction
can be used to define, given an observer, a special reference source frame, parallel transporting the
tetrad of the observer back to the source. These constructions are useful to relate components of
the wave at source and observer position.

1. Synge source and reference observer

We construct a special reference observer for whom zref = 0. Let us start from the source tetrad
ea = (u, ei) that we take as a reference source frame (S = S̃), and let us parallel propagate it along
the geodesic with the conditions

kµ∇µu
ν = 0 , kµ∇µe

ν
i = 0 . (5.1)

In Minkowski spacetime, a global tetrad satisfies ∇µe
ν
a = ∂µe

ν
a = 0 and these conditions are

automatically satisfied. However for a more general spacetime geometry, we cannot have ∇µe
ν
a = 0

everywhere, but we can require the milder conditions (5.1) for the geodesics emanating from a
given source, as long as they do not intersect.12 This allows us to define the components of the GW
everywhere during propagation. In particular we can decide to use such tetrad fields at the observer
position as a reference observer frame O. Eq. (5.1) combined with the geodesic equation (2.4) leads
to kµ∇µ(kνu

ν) = 0, hence the energy is conserved along the geodesic, and therefore for this observer

12 If geodesics intersect at the observer, then we receive several images (GW signals) of the source, but we can still
define a tetrad by parallel propagation for each geodesic individually.
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O we have zref = 0. A physical observer Õ would in general be boosted with respect to this reference
observer and from (4.4) the redshift would then be 1 + z̃ = D−1

o . This construction corresponds
to attributing the whole of the redshift to the local motion of the observer with respect to the
reference observer. A schematic representation of the situation is depicted in Fig. 4.
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FIG. 4. The four-vector uo(λ) is constructed by parallel-transporting us from S to O along the null
geodesic λ connecting them. The resulting vector uo(λo) ≡ uo is by construction such that zref = 0 and is
called Synge source velocity. The spatial basis (not represented on the figure) at the source is also parallel
transported along the geodesic, allowing to define a spatial basis for the reference observer (a Synge source
spatial basis). The green vector represents the velocity of the observer Õ, which is related to O via a boost.
The redshift of such an observer is 1 + z̃ = 1/Do. This figure is adapted from Fig. 1.5 of [20].

This procedure was originally proposed by Synge [31], and hence it was suggested in [20] to
name Synge source velocity this reference observer velocity built from the source velocity. Since
we also parallel transport the spatial basis we can also name Synge source tetrad the whole tetrad
built at the observer from the one of the source. The Synge source velocity is the best notion the
true observer can have of the source velocity.

With the same arguments, this constructions implies that kµ∇µ(kνe
ν
i ) = 0 and from the decom-

position (3.5) this implies that the components of the directions are constant during propagation,
hence the reference source S and reference observer O agree on the direction of the GW, that is

nsi = noi ≡ ni . (5.2)

However the direction measured by the true observer Õ will in general be aberrated since ñoi = Ro
ijn

j .

2. Synge observer and reference source

Conversely we could start from the tetrad defined at the observer and use it as a reference
observer (O = Õ) and parallel transport backward in time along the geodesic toward the source so
as to defined a reference source frame S. This would correspond to defining a reference source whose
velocity is the most naturally associated to the true observer velocity, i.e. it would be the velocity
obtained by parallel transporting the observer velocity backward in time along the geodesic. We
name the Synge observer tetrad the tetrad built at the source by parallel transporting the tetrad of
the observer. By construction the Lorentz transformation between the Synge source tetrad and the
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observer tetrad (which are both defined at the observer position), is the inverse of the transformation
relating the Synge observer tetrad and the physical source tetrad (which are both defined at the
source position), hence in the latter case the redshift is given by 1 + z̃ = Ds. This alternative
construction, which we do not use hereafter, corresponds to attributing the whole redshift to the
local motion of the source. In that case the direction of emission for the true source S̃ is aberrated
with respect to the direction of emission in the reference source frame S since ñsi = Rs

ijn
j = Ro−1

ij nj .

B. Observed waveform

We now relate the wave emitted by a boosted source and received by the true (boosted) observer
to the wave emitted by the reference source and observed by the reference observer. We proceed in
two steps: we first consider a reference source and we consider how the signal it emits is received
by the reference observer and the moving observer. Second, we consider a boosted source and the
signal received from it.

1. Signal from the reference source

With a Synge source tetrad built as detailed in section V A1, it is straightforward to express
the components of the GW emitted by the source along the geodesic. Indeed, eq. (2.8b) indicates
that polarization is parallel transported, hence in such tetrad basis its components ϵij are constant
along the geodesic.13 We now consider a binary system of compact objects. Using for simplicity
the quadrupole approximation, the components of the wave received by the reference observer in
the direction ni (noted O(ni)) from the reference source are

hij(S → O(ni), τo) =
4G

c4χ(S → O)
Λ(n) kl

ij Tkl(τs(τo)) , (5.3)

where Tij is the spatial part of the reference source energy momentum tensor. The function τs(τo)
is the relation between the proper time of the source and the one of the observer. The TT projector
Λ is defined for a given direction n by

Λ(n) kl
ij ≡⊥k

i⊥l
j −

1

2
⊥ij⊥kl , ⊥ij≡ δij − ninj . (5.4)

Due to the special choice of reference observer (zref = 0), from (4.30) we find that the relation
between proper time of source and observer is simply given by τs = τo + cst. The signal (5.3) can
be written as

hij(S → O(ni), τo) =
B (n, Tij(τs(τo)))

χ(S → O)
ϵij , (5.5)

with the intrinsic amplitude and the polarization tensor defined as

B (n, Tij) ≡
4G

c4

√
Λ(n)klijT

ijTkl , ϵij =
4G

c4
Λ(n)klijTkl

B (n, Tij)
. (5.6)

Note that this generalises eq. (2.21), where for illustration purposes, it was assumed that the GW
was isotropically emitting radiation, i.e. that the amplitude B was independent of directions.

13 From the scaling of the amplitude (2.11) we then deduce that χhij is a constant along the geodesic.
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If we now want to determine the signal received by a true observer Õ from this reference source,
we need only to take into account the aberration of polarization (3.20) since from (4.16) the ampli-
tude is conserved (the conservation of amplitude is also true for sources with anisotropic emission
considered in this section, since a boost at the observer is independent on the properties of the
signal emitted, i.e. it is a boost on received quantities). Then we get

hij(S → Õ(ñoi ), τ̃o) = Ro k
i Ro l

j hkl(S → O(ni), τo(τ̃o)) . (5.7)

The notation Õ(ñoi ) indicates that the signal is measured by the boosted observer Õ in the aberrated
direction ñoi . In practice there can even by an additional rotation because there is no reason the
true observer uses the same orientation as the one built with a simple boost from the reference
observer (in other words, there is the residual freedom of a 3D rotation with respect to the previous
construction). The effect of redshift is only seen through the relation between the source proper
time and the boosted observer proper time which becomes dτs/dτ̃o = Do since dτo/dτ̃o = Do.

2. Signal from boosted source

If we consider a boosted source S̃ with associated tetrad ẽµa , then by parallel transporting this
tetrad along the geodesic until the observer position, we define a boosted Synge source tetrad at
the observer Õ, whose boost relative to the initial Synge source tetrad O is the same as the one
that relates the boosted source S̃ to the reference source S frames (at the source position). Hence
directions are related by (5.2) and

ñoi = R j
i nj , ñsi = R j

i nj , Rij ≡ Rs
ij(v

s
k, nk) . (5.8)

The signal of the boosted source seen by the boosted Synge observer (i.e. the observer defined by
the Synge boosted source tetrad) is

hij(S̃ → Õ(ñoi ), τ̃o) =
4G

c4χ(S̃ → Õ)
Λ(ñ) kl

ij Tkl(τ̃s(τ̃o)) , (5.9)

that is the same expression as (5.3), but with tildes everywhere.14

Then we know that the wave amplitude seen by the two observers is the same [eq. (4.16)], but
polarization is aberrated according to (3.20), hence

hij(S̃ → Õ(ñoi ), τ̃o) = R k
i R

l
jhkl(S̃ → O(ni), τo) . (5.10)

Using (4.14a) and the property of the TT projectors

R k
i R

l
j R

r
pR

s
qΛ(n)

pq
kl = Λ(ñ) rs

ij , (5.11)

the signal of the boosted source seen by the reference observer is found by inversion of (5.10) and
is given by

hij(S̃ → O(ni), τo) = D−1
s

4G

c4χ(S → O)
Λ(n) kl

ij R
−1 p
k R−1 q

l Tpq(τ̃s(τo)) . (5.12)

14 The components of the energy momentum tensor of the boosted source in the boosted basis are the same as
the reference energy momentum tensor in the reference basis. Indeed the reference energy momentum tensor is
Tµν = T abeµae

ν
b while the boosted one is T̃µν = T abẽµa ẽ

ν
b .
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The relation between the boosted source proper time and the observer proper time is dτ̃s/dτo = D−1
s .

To find the relation between amplitudes of (5.5) and (5.12), we need to use that for a projector
Λ(n)klijΛ(n)

pq
kl = Λ(n)pqij combined with property (5.11) and this gives

H(S̃ → O(ni), τo) = D−1
s H(S → O(ni), τo)

B (ñ, Tij(τ̃s(τo)))
B (n, Tij(τs(τo)))

, (5.13)

which generalizes (4.15) for anisotropic sources.
The ratio of B functions on the right hand side of (5.13) reflects the fact that, due to the source

velocity, we see a different side of the source: we receive indeed the GW radiation emitted in
direction −ñ instead of the radiation emitted in direction −n. If the source emits isotropically,
this does not change the observed amplitude, as is apparent from eq. (4.15). However, if the source
emits anisotropically, then seeing a different side does change the observed amplitude.

Finally if we want the signal of a true observer with respect to this boosted source, then we
must add the aberration rotation due to the observer motion as in (5.7), hence we combine (5.12)
with15

hij(S̃ → Õ(ñoi ), τ̃o) = Ro k
i Ro l

j hkl(S̃ → O(ni), τo(τ̃o)) . (5.14)

This does not affect the transformation (5.13) of the magnitude, but the relation between proper
times now involves the joint Doppler factor as it becomes dτ̃s/dτ̃o = D since dτo/dτ̃o = Do.

C. Degeneracy between sources

Eq. (5.13) together with eqs. (4.31) and (3.21) tell us how the GW amplitude, frequency and
polarization are affected by the source velocity. In this section we show that we can build a class
of equivalent sources sharing the same observed signal. This has profound consequences, since it
means that the source velocity cannot be inferred from the measurement of the GW waveform.

We start from the reference source and observer of section V A (the reference observer velocity
is the Synge reference source velocity such that zref = 0), and build a class of sources located at
the same position as the reference source, emitting a signal that is totally degenerate with the
signal emitted by the reference source when observed by the reference observer. It is clear that
boosted sources S̃ from which the signal received by the observer is the same, must have the same
redshift as the reference source, hence they must have a Doppler shift Ds = 1.16 In that case the
the propagation distances are the same, χ(S̃ → O) = χ(S → O), meaning that the factor D−1

s

in (5.13) is unit, and the time evolution is not affected since τ̃s = τs. From this condition and the
definition of the Doppler factor (3.7) we find that for a given boost velocity with norm β, the angle
θ between the velocity direction v̂i = vi/β and the observing direction needs to satisfy

cos θ = niv̂
i =

1−
√
1− β2
β

. (5.15)

The angle θ ranges from π/2 to 0 when β goes from 0 to its maximum value 1. It follows that the
condition Ds = 1 can only be obtained for sources moving away from the observing direction (in
the sense that niv̂i ≥ 0). Eq. (5.15) tells us that there is a family of moving sources, with velocity

15 This has formally the same structure as (5.10), with the difference that here we are using the matrix Ro
ij and not

Rij = Rs
ij .

16 Note that we could have Ds ̸= 1 and still have an equivalent source by placing it at a larger or smaller distance.
However here we assume that the determination of distance is possible thanks to the knowledge of the host galaxy,
hence we restrict to the case Ds = 1.
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β going from 0 to 1, that have exactly the same Doppler factor Ds = 1 as the reference source. The
direction of the velocity for these sources must be very specific and obey (5.15), in order to cancel
the effect of the velocity in Ds.

From eqs. (5.13) we see that having Ds = 1 is however not enough to see the same observed
signal. The ratio of B functions on the right hand side of (5.13) also need to be equal to 1. This
cannot be achieved by an appropriate choice of velocities, but it can be done by considering boosted
sources that are rotated with respect to the reference one. Indeed if we start with a source with
spatial energy momentum tensor

T rot
ij ≡ R k

i R
l
j Tkl , (5.16)

from eqs. (5.6) and (5.11) we obtain

B(ñ, T rot
ij ) ≡ 4G

c4

√
Λ(ñ)klijT

ij
rotT

rot
kl = B(n, Tij) , (5.17)

and therefore

H(S̃rot → O) = D−1
s H(S → O) = H(S → O) , (5.18)

for Ds = 1. The rotation of the source defined in (5.16) insures us that, after aberration, we see
the same part of the source that we would see if the source was not moving. A good analogy is a
lighthouse: if the source S is emitting like a lighthouse (e.g. pulsar like), then if the signal it emits is
received by O, the signal from the boosted source S̃ cannot be received because of aberration, unless
the source S̃ is additionally rotated with respect to S to compensate for the effect of aberration.

Finally, from (3.20), we see that the rotation applied to the energy-momentum tensor of the
boosted source does exactly compensate for the rotation of the polarization, such that the boosted
and rotated source has exactly the same polarization as the reference source.

To summarize, starting from a reference source, we can build boosted sources which produce
the same observed signal and which have arbitrary large boost magnitudes β. Indeed, for any β

we can find the orientation of the boost velocity needed to keep Ds = 1 from (5.15) and therefore
the aberration rotation R j

i (vk, nk). This rotation can then be used to rotate the boosted source
orientation as in (5.16), so as to erase i) the effect of aberration on the observed polarization and
ii) the effet of aberration on the magnitude induced by the directional dependence of B. This is
due to the fact that, in practice, we cannot disentangle the rotation of the emitted direction (and
polarization) due to aberration and the one due to a different orientation of the source itself.

The fact that such a class of sources (with exactly the same observed signal) exists, means that
it is not possible to measure the source velocity from the GW signal. This was already pointed out
in [5], looking at the effect on polarization at linear order in velocity.17 This degeneracy is general
and valid beyond the quadrupole formula, and also for electromagnetic waves (in the eikonal limit),
as long as we can only see one direction of emission. This excludes cases in which we can observe
two different directions of emission, e.g. via a lensed signal which arrives from another direction.

As an observational consequence, if we know Ds, we cannot attribute it to a unique source
velocity. The argument derived above for Ds = 1 can indeed be repeated for any value of Ds, to
show that also in this case there exist a whole family of sources with different velocities but the
same observed signal. One possibility is to resort to the simplest explanation, which consists in

17 Note that [5] corrects some previous statements of [32, 33], where the authors erroneously claim that the effect of
aberration gives more than a simple spin phase δ on the polarization helicity components, and that the velocity
can therefore be observed.



26

attributing the redshift to a radial boost, in order to select one source in the family of equivalent
ones, namely the source for which the transformation between the Synge source velocity and the
true observer velocity is a boost in the direction of observation. This arbitrary choice would bias the
measurement of the orientation of the source, since it is degenerate with the velocity direction (angle
between the velocity and observation directions). It would however not bias the determination of
the other source parameters (e.g. masses and spins) and the cosmological parameters, since those
are only degenerate with Ds that we assume here to be known.

In practice however, we generally do not know Ds. Even if we can measure the redshift of the
source (e.g. from an electromagnetic counterpart) we do not know which part of the redshift is
due to the Hubble flow, and which part is due to the source peculiar velocity. In this case, all
parameters of the source and the cosmological parameters are biased, since the amplitude of the
wave and the frequency are modified by this unknown Ds.

VI. WAVEFORM IN THE COSMOLOGICAL CONTEXT

We consider a cosmological context in which both the source and the observer move with respect
to a reference frame, usually identified with the CMB rest frame, i.e. the reference source and the
reference observer are comoving observers of the Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker cosmology
characterized by a time evolving scale factor a. Contrary to the previous sections, in the cosmo-
logical context the reference source and the reference observer are not at rest with respect to each
other: they move away from each other due to the expansion of the universe. We start therefore by
constructing the reference frame and the reference signal, accounting for this relative velocity, that
is called the Hubble flow. And we then extend the calculation to account for peculiar velocities of
the source and the observer, on top of the Hubble flow.

A. Reference frame

We choose a reference source which is comoving with the Hubble flow, and we build from it the
Synge source. By construction, the redshift seen by the observer associated to the Synge source is
zref = 0. One can then relate the Synge frame at the observer to the frame of the observer comoving
with the Hubble flow (that we want to use as a reference). The two frames are related via a radial
boost such that D̄o = 1/(1 + z̄) = as/ao. Note that here and in the following, we denote with a
bar quantities related to background Hubble frame. Using the expression of the Doppler shift for
radial velocities (4.5), this determines the boost velocity needed to go from a Synge source frame
to a frame comoving with the Hubble flow, which is v̄i = −v̄H n̄i with18

v̄H =
a2o − a2s
a2o + a2s

. (6.1)

Since the boost is radial, Rij(v̄i, n̄i) = δij , and there is no aberration due to the universe’s expansion.
The relation between the source proper time and the new reference observer, which is comoving
with the Hubble flow, is however affected by the expansion

dτ̄s
dτ̄o

=
1

(1 + z̄)
. (6.2)

18 v̄H can be interpreted as a recession velocity even for large redshifts, since for small redshifts as = a0 − δa and we
recover the usual relation between recession velocity and distance v̄H ≃ δa/ao ≃ Hoδt ≃ Hoχ̄.
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Alternatively, one could require that the timelike vector of the tetrad uµ always matches the
velocity of the Hubble flow ūµ. However the latter velocity is not parallel transported and satisfies
instead kµ∇µū

ν = n̄νd ln a/dλ. Nonetheless, we could still ensure that the components of the
direction vector n̄i are conserved along a given geodesic by defining the spatial vectors of the tetrad
with

kµ∇µē
ν
i =

d ln a

dλ
n̄iū

ν , (6.3)

as it implies kµ∇µn̄i = kµ∇µ(−k · ēi/k · ū) = 0. This construction amounts to authorizing
infinitesimal boosts in the radial direction (the infinitesimal velocity components of such boosts
being (d ln a/dλ)n̄i) so as to always select the desired Hubble flow velocity along a given geodesic.
Since boosts in the radial direction to not induce aberration, the components of the direction vector
in this basis must remain constant. The final result is the same as when considering a pure Synge
source tetrad (that is parallel transported with (5.1)) to which we eventually add a radial boost
with velocity (6.1). Either the radial boosts are added gradually along the geodesic, or a single
boost is added at the very end of a pure parallel transport. The construction (6.3) is possible
because the FLRW geometry is conformally related to a Minkowski geometry by a scale factor.

B. Reference signal

In practice, the usual spherical basis of the spatial section of the FLRW geometry (even if
spatial sections are curved) when the coordinates system is centered on the source satisfies the
requirement (6.3). Hence, the results expressed in a Synge source frame can be transposed trivially
to the FLRW case with such choice of basis, as one needs only to take into account the modified
relation (6.2) between proper times.

Let us consider a binary system of compact objects in the Newtonian approximation with masees
M1 and M2. In the source frame, we define a spherical basis (ēir = n̄i, ēiθ, ē

i
ϕ), with the azimuthal

direction aligned with the normal to the binary, that is N i = ēiz. The time varying part of the
spatial components of the energy momentum tensor is

T ij =Mc(GMcπfs)
2/3

[
cos(2Φorb)ē

i
xē

j
x − sin(2Φorb)ē

i
y ē

j
y

]
, (6.4)

where Mc ≡ (M1M2)
3/5/(M1 + M2)

1/5 is the chirp mass and Φorb is the phase of the orbital
motion. From the components hij of the signal we define polarization components h(+) and h(×)

as in (3.28a), and from the quadrupole formula (5.3) with (6.4), these components for a source and
observer comoving with the Hubble flow, take the form [19]

h̄(+) =
4GMc

χ̄
(GMcπfs)

2/3 1 + cos2 ῑ

2
cos(Φ) =

4GM̄c

D̄L
(GM̄cπf̄o)

2/3 1 + cos2 ῑ

2
cos(Φ) , (6.5a)

h̄(×) =
4GMc

χ̄
(GMcπfs)

2/3 cos ῑ sin(Φ) =
4GM̄c

D̄L
(GM̄cπf̄o)

2/3 cos ῑ sin(Φ) , (6.5b)

where a bar denotes quantities defined in the frame comoving with the Hubble flow. Here, Φ =

2Φorb = 2π
∫
dτ̄sfs is the phase of the wave whose evolution needs to be related to the observer

proper time with (6.2). The redshifted chirp mass and the observed frequency are related to intrinsic
quantities at the source via

M̄c(z̄) ≡ (1 + z̄)Mc , f̄o = fs/(1 + z̄) , (6.6)
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so that Mcfs = M̄cf̄o. The inclination angle ῑ is the angle between the normal to the binary plane
N and the direction of emission n̄, that is

cos ῑ ≡ N in̄i . (6.7)

C. Perturbations of redshift and luminosity distance

When both the source and the observer move with respect to the background Hubble flow the
redshift is denoted as z. We consider cosmological peculiar velocities, that are typically small, such
that we can work at linear order. From (4.4), and linearizing the Doppler factors we obtain

(1 + z) = (1 + z̄)[1− (vo − vs) · n] . (6.8)

The luminosity distance kinematic fluctuations have been derived in [14]. They can also easily be
calculated from (4.14a) using that DL(S → O) = D̄L and linearizing the Doppler shift factors. It
is also convenient to realize that χ̄ ≡ χ(S → O) is the standard metric distance in a FL universe,
which in a flat universe is related to conformal time by χ̄(η) =

∫ η0
η dη′, hence the simplest derivation

is

DL = (1 + z)χ(S̃ → Õ) = (1 + z)χ(S̃ → O) = (1 + z)Ds χ(S → O) = (1 + z)(1 + n · vs)χ̄ . (6.9)

From this, we obtain for the luminosity distance at fixed conformal time

DL(η,n) = D̄L(η) [1− n · (vo − 2vs)] . (6.10)

The luminosity distance at fixed redshift is then

DL(z,n) = D̄L(z)

[
1 + n · vs + (vo − vs) · n

1

(ηo − η)H

]
, (6.11)

which was obtained from the relation

DL(η,n) = DL(z,n)−
d

dz̄
D̄L(z̄)δz , (6.12)

with

d

dz̄
D̄L(z̄) =

D̄L

(1 + z̄)
+

1

H
, δz = (1 + z̄)(vs − vo) · n . (6.13)

As already discussed in section IV D the luminosity distance is not symmetric in the source and
observer velocity, i.e. it does not depend only on the difference vo − vs. From eq. (6.9) we see that
this asymmetry is directly linked to the fact that the distance χ(S̃ → Õ) is only affected by the
source velocity. We emphasize that this is a physical effect, related to the fact that distances are
not invariant under a boost. As explained in section IV D this does not lead to any inconsistency:
it simply reflects the fact that a moving source emitting a signal at the same time as a reference
source has not the same impact on distances than a moving observer receiving a signal at the same
time as a reference observer.
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D. Signal from boosted source to boosted observer

Let us write the waveform in the Newtonian approximation for a boosted source and observer,
as done in (6.5) for a source and observer comoving with the Hubble flow. We first assume that
the source does not have any electromagnetic counterpart associated, so we do not have access
to redshift information. We also neglect the spin-phase effect on polarizations, since it can be
reabsorbed in a redefinition of the polarization basis at the observer. We must however take into
account which side of the source is seen by the observer, since this is modified by aberration.
Indeed in the source frame, the direction of emission is aberrated and given by ni = Rs

ijn̄
j , but

the components N i of the normal to the boosted binary are unchanged,19 hence the side seen is
characterized by

cos ι ≡ N ini = N iRs
ijn̄

j , (6.14)

and in general ι ̸= ῑ. This geometrical statement is equivalent to the appearance of the R−1
ij rotations

in (5.12), meaning that we do not see the same side as for the signal emitted by a reference source.
In other words, we receive a signal which is exactly the one of a reference source that one would
have additionally rotated such that its normal vector is N rot

i ≡ N jRs
ji = Rs−1

ij N j , since in that
case cos ι = cos ῑ rot ≡ N rot

i n̄i by construction.
The signal received by a moving observer from a moving source is formally the same as (6.5)

but without bars, and using (6.9) we relate it to the signal of the reference situation by

h(+) =
(1 + z)

DL
4(GMc)

5/3(πfs)
2/3 1 + cos2 ι

2
cos(Φ) = (1− vs · n)h̄(+)(cos ι) , (6.15a)

h(×) =
(1 + z)

DL
4(GMc)

5/3(πfs)
2/3 cos ι sin(Φ) = (1− vs · n)h̄(×)(cos ι) , (6.15b)

up to a spin phase which mixes these components as in (3.29a). It is implied that the relations
between proper times and frequencies become

fs
fo

=
dτo
dτs

= 1 + z , (6.16)

with the redshift z related to the reference redshift z̄ through (6.8).
The observed orientation of the binary is directly affected by the source velocity: we do not see

the same side of the source that one would observe in the absence of aberration. On the contrary,
the angle ι does not depend on the observer velocity. The observer velocity affects the direction
from which we receive the signal, but this has no impact on cos ι, since cos ι is the angle between the
orientation of the binary and the direction of the emitted signal, that are both observer-independent.
The angle ι is the only geometrical information we can extract from the polarization. Since for a
radial source velocity, the aberration rotation is simply Rs

ij = δij , only transverse velocities (at
linear order) can modify the side of the source which is seen, as was already found in eq. (58) of [5].

Finally, we see that the wave amplitude is affected only by the source velocity. The prefactor
(1− vs ·n) is nothing but the factor D−1

s which appears in (5.12). The observer velocity generates
aberration but it does not affect the amplitude. This is in line with what we found in the general
case: the observer motion with respect to the reference observer (that in our case here is comoving
with the Hubble flow) does not affect the strain. From (6.15a) and (6.15b) we see that a source

19 For the reference source, the normal to the binary plane is N = N iei, but for the boosted source the normal
vector becomes Ñ = N iẽi, hence the components are the same in the respective basis.



30

moving towards the observer (with vs · n < 0) has a strain which is amplified with respect to the
reference source. This is related to the fact that such a moving source is closer to the observer
at the time of reception of the GW than the reference source: χ(S̃ → Õ) < χ(S → Õ). As a
consequence, its amplitude is less diluted than the one of the reference source.

Let us now assume that we also have an electromagnetic counterpart, hence we have a mea-
surement of the redshift, and we compute the GW signal for sources that are at the same redshift
(instead of the same conformal time as in eqs. (6.15a) and (6.15b)). In this case, we need only to
take into account perturbations to the luminosity distance (at fixed redshift) and we obtain

h(+)(z) =

[
1− n · vs − (vo − vs) · n

1

(ηo − ηs)Hs

]
h̄(+)(z, cos ι) , (6.17)

where we have explicitly indicated that quantities are computed at fixed redshift. The same ex-
pression holds for h(×). In this case, we see that the strain is affected by both the source and the
observer velocity. This is simply due to the fact that two different observers (one moving and one
at rest with respect to the Hubble flow) that are seeing the same source at the same redshift cannot
be both at the same luminosity distance from the source. Hence they do not measure the same
strain. This situation is therefore different from situation B of section IV where we compared two
observers that are at the same position in space-time when they receive the signal. Here instead
we compare two observers that see the source at the same redshift, and are therefore at different
space-time positions.

E. Waveform and parameter extraction

Let us now move to the impact on the waveform, i.e. the evolution of the frequency with
proper time. The total energy of a circular binary in the Newtonian approximation is E =

−1/2(GπfsMc)
2/3Mc. The energy flux per area is proportional to the energy density, hence know-

ing the energy density of GW from eq. (2.18), we deduce that the total energy flux emitted through
GW is given by F = (64πG)−1

∫
dχ2H2(2πfs)

2dΩs, which from the quadrupole formula compo-
nents (6.5) yields F = 32/(5G)(GMcπfs)

10/3. From the energy balance dE/dτs = −F we get the
evolution of the frequency (hence at lowest order in post-Newtonian expansion)

dfs
dτs

=
96π

5
f2s (GMcπfs)

5/3 ⇒ dfo
dτo

=
96π

5
f2o (GMcπfo)

5/3 , (6.18)

where we used in the last step that frequencies and times are redshifted as in (6.16) and we defined
the redshifted chirp mass by Mc ≡ (1 + z)Mz. As detailed e.g. in [1], the last relation depicts
how the frequency evolves for the observer and it implies that if the redshift does not vary over
the observation time we can only deduce the redshifted chirp mass Mc, and not the chirp mass
Mc directly, hence introducing a bias in its reconstruction.20 This conclusion holds even if one
considers post-Newtonian corrections since the last factor in the rhs of (6.18) is replaced by a
more complicated function of (GMcπfs) = (GMcπfo) and of the mass ratio. It follows that
observationally, we can only measure redshifted individual masses.

Consequently, since the amplitude of the signal depends on the prefactor Mc/χ =Mc/DL, we
can only infer, from the amplitude of the signal received, DL and not χ. For this reason it is often
stated that GW decay like the inverse of the luminosity distance. This is not true strictly speaking

20 If the redshift varies over the observation time, the functional dependence of fo with the proper time of the observer
changes, for instance due to the evolution of the source scale factor, or due to peculiar acceleration. It has been
shown that the effect of peculiar accelerations can be observable on the chirp in some astrophysical scenarios [1, 3].
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since from (2.21) the amplitude decays as 1/χ = (1+z)/DL. What is meant is that when extracting
the source parameters, we can treat the wave as a decreasing function of DL for a fixed redshifted
chirp mass deduced from the frequency evolution.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this article we have derived in detail how a gravitational wave emitted by a given source is
affected by the velocities of the source and of the observer (with respect to some reference source and
reference observer, that in a cosmological context we consider to be comoving with the Hubble flow).
Our treatment is valid for any velocity, including relativistic ones. We have calculated the impact
of velocities on all relevant quantities, namely the frequency, the amplitude, the polarization tensor
and the energy density of the wave. The transformation properties of all quantities are summarized
in table I.

boosted source boosted observer equations

Eo = 2πfo 1 Do (4.2)

Es = 2πfs Ds 1 (4.2)

1 + z = Es

Eo
= dτo

dτs
Ds D−1

o (4.3), (4.31)

χ Ds 1 (4.8), (4.11), (4.14a)

DA 1 Do (4.9), (4.12), (4.14a)

DL D2
s D−1

o (4.10), (4.13), (4.14a)

H D−1
s 1 (4.15), (4.16)

dΩs D−2
s 1 (4.7)

dΩo 1 D−2
o (4.7)

ρGW D−4
s D2

o (4.19b)

dρGW

dΩod logEo
D−4

s D4
o (4.26)

dρGW

dΩo
D−4

s D4
o (4.28)

dρGW

dΩodEo
D−3

s D3
o (4.25)

TABLE I. Doppler transformation factors (defined in section IVA) with respect to the reference situation, for
isotropic sources. The quantity of each line in a given situation is obtained from the factor written multiplied
by the corresponding quantity in the reference situation. For instance we get H(S̃ → O) = D−1

s H(S → O)
and H(S → Õ) = H(S → O) as obtained in eqs. (4.15) and (4.16).

We first studied the case of a source emitting isotropically. In this case we have shown that
the amplitude of the wave is independent of the observer velocity, while it gets amplified with a
Doppler factor if the source moves (with respect to a reference source). In other words, while in the
aberration context source and observer velocities play a symmetrical role, this is not the case for the
amplitude (not even in Minkowski spacetime). The reason is that the strain amplitude scales as 1/χ
where χ =

√
dAo/dΩs and dΩs corresponds to the angle of the emitted bundle that is received by
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the observer and dAo is the surface of the bundle at the observer. This quantity is the same for all
observers related by a boost (at the observer position) but it is not the same if we have two sources
at the same position moving with different velocities (and observed by the same observer). We
stress that this amplification can be very large for sources moving with quasi-relativistic velocities
towards the observer (the Doppler factor gets very large in these cases). The object that transforms
in a symmetric way under boosts of either the source or the observer is the specific intensity, i.e.
the energy density per unit of solid angle, associated to a background or an extended source, since
it does not depend on the distance to the source generating the signal.

In addition to the change of amplitude, the source and observer velocity modify the polarization
tensor through the effect of aberration. More precisely, we have shown that the polarization tensor
is rotated with respect to the reference one. If we receive just one signal from the source (i.e. we
do not have multiple images), then this rotation of the polarization tensor is fully degenerate with
a reorientation of the source and therefore unobservable.

We then extended our derivation to the realistic case of a source emitting with an anisotropic
pattern (such as a binary system of compact objects). In this case, we have shown that in full
generality the amplitude of the wave emitted by a reference source and a boosted one (observed by
the same observer) differ not only by the presence of a Doppler shift, but that there is an additional
direction-dependent factor due to the fact that aberration affects the relative orientation of the
emission direction with respect to the source intrinsic orientation. However, as for the polarization
tensor, this effect is always degenerate with a reorientation of the source (that compensates for
the effect of aberration of the emission direction), as was already shown in [5] at linear order in
velocities.

Based on the transformation laws that we derived, we then constructed a family of sources, with
different peculiar velocities, that produce exactly the same observed signal. The existence of such a
family of degenerate sources means that the source velocity cannot be measured from the GW form,
contrary to what was claimed in [32, 33]. This statement holds for any velocity, even relativistic
one.

Finally we turned to a cosmological context, where reference source and observer can be naturally
identified as comoving with the Hubble flow. We considered the case of a binary system of compact
objects, and showed that, beside an unobservable spin phase of the helicity modes, resulting in an
irreducible bias of the parameters describing the source orientation, peculiar velocities affect the
wave amplitude. We stressed that, if the source redshift can be reconstructed via the observation of
an electromagnetic counterpart, the strain is affected by both the source and the observer velocity,
while only the source velocity affects the amplitude in the absence of the redshift information. This
is simply due to the fact that two different observers (one moving and one at rest with respect to
the Hubble flow) that are seeing the same source at the same redshift cannot be both at the same
luminosity distance from the source. Hence they do not measure the same strain. A detailed study
of how the source velocity affects the reconstruction of the source parameters will be presented
in [34].
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Appendix A: Eikonal approximation in electromagnetism

In the case of electromagnetism, we consider an expansion for the vector potential aµ, analogous
to (2.1)

aµ = ℜ(Aµe
iωΦ) . (A1)

With the Lorenz gauge condition ∇µaµ = 0, and following the same expansion in the geometric
optics parameter ω of the Maxwell equations ∇α∇αaµ = R ν

µ aν as in section II A (see e.g. section
1.2 of [20]) we eventually get kµkµ = 0 and

2kβ∇βAµ +Aµ∇βk
β = 0 . (A2)

Hence, with the same arguments as for gravitational waves we also obtain that kµ∇µkν = 0, hence
light is described by null geodesics, which are identified with light rays of the geometric optics
description. The Lorenz gauge condition leads at leading order in ω to

kµAµ = 0 , (A3)

which indicates that the polarization of the vector potential is a transverse vector. Separating Aµ

into an amplitude and a polarization part as Aµ = Aϵµ with A =
√
A⋆

µA
µ, ϵµϵµ = 1 and kµϵµ = 0 ,

eq. (A2) leads to two equations

kµ∇µA = −1

2
θA; θ = ∇µk

µ (A4a)

kα∇αϵµ = 0 , (A4b)

which are exactly like eqs. (2.8a) and (2.8b) with H → A and ϵµν → ϵµ. Hence, light polarization
is parallel-propagated along the null vector kµ, and we obtain the covariant conservation of the flux
(i.e. ∇α(A

2kα) = 0), also interpreted as the conservation of photon number.
Following the same steps as for GW in the eikonal approximation, one deduces the scaling of

the vector potential amplitude with propagation

A(λ) = A(λs)
χ(λs)

χ(λ)
, (A5)

analogous to eq. (2.11).
In Gaussian units, the energy momentum tensor of light is analogously obtained as

tµν =
1

8π

[
E2 +B2

]
av

=
1

8π
A2kµkν , (A6)

where E and B are the norms of the electric and magnetic fields associated to aµ. The associated
energy density measured by an observer with velocity uµ is

ρlight =
1

8πc2
A2 (kµu

µ)2 , (A7)

hence the analogy between GW and light is obtained through the replacement c2H/
√
8G → A in

eqs. (2.17) and (2.18) (note that H is dimensionless but not A in Gaussian units).
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Appendix B: Transformation of polarization vector under a boost

We derive here the transformation properties of the polarization vector of photons under a boost.
For light, all polarization vectors ϵ̃µ = ϵµ + ξkµ satisfy the gauge condition ϵ̃µk

µ = 0. We usually
select the unique ξ such that it is also orthogonal to the observer (Coulomb gauge). For the boosted
observer, the polarization chosen must satisfy ũ · ϵ̃ = 0, hence we deduce that ξ = −ũ · ϵ/ũ · k is
needed. With (3.5) this can be rephrased in a compact form as

ϵ̃ = ϵ+ ϵ · ũ(ũ− ñ) = S̃(ϵ) , (B1)

where the screen projection operator is

S̃ ν
µ = δνµ + ũµũ

ν − ñµñν , ϵ̃µ = S̃ ν
µ ϵν . (B2)

Note that we used the fact that ϵ · ũ = ϵ · ñ, ϵ · u = ϵ · n since ϵ · k = 0. These properties are
then also satisfied for ϵ̃. The components are obtained by contraction with ẽi. We use first that
ẽi · ñ ≡ ñi and ẽi · ũ = 0. Then to contract the first term on the rhs we use ẽi = Λ j

i ej + Λ 0
i u.

Since ϵ ·u = 0 this gives Λ j
i ϵj . Finally we use the identity γ2v2/(γ+1) = γ−1 to recast Λ j

i . With
the definitions ϵi ≡ ϵ · ei and ϵ̃i ≡ ϵ̃ · ẽi (where the tilde stretches over both the vector name and
the component to emphasize that we consider a different polarization vector that satisfies the new
Coulomb gauge, and its components are also read in a different basis) we get

ϵ̃i = ϵi + (γ − 1)(v̂ · ϵ)v̂i − γ(v · ϵ)ñi =
[
δji −

1

D
((γ − 1)v̂i + γβni) v̂

j

]
ϵj , (B3)

where in the last step we used (3.10).
Let us show that the aberration formula (3.10) and the transformation of polarization (B3)

correspond to solid rotations of ni, ϵi into ñi, ϵ̃i by constructing explicitly such rotations. For each
wave direction ni, the rotation is around an axis which is orthogonal to both ni and ñi (or orthogonal
to both ni and vi) and it is found from exponentiation of infinitesimal rotations as

Rij(vk, nk) = exp (ψJij) , Jij ≡ winj − wjni , (B4)

with the unit direction of the transport (a unit vector tangential to the unit sphere) being

wi =
v̂⊥i√

1− (v̂ · n)2
, v̂⊥i ≡ v̂i − (v̂ · n)ni . (B5)

The rotation angle ψ in (B4) is found from (3.13), and we obtain (with 0 ≤ ψ ≤ π)

cosψ = niñi =
1

D
(1 + αv̂ · n) = 1− (γ − 1)

D
[1− (v̂ · n)2] , (B6a)

sinψ =
α

D
√
1− (v̂ · n)2 , (B6b)

where sinψ was obtained from
√

1− cos2 ψ and the identity (3.14). It is clear that the rotation
angle ψ is direction dependent. In case the azimuthal direction of the spherical coordinates system
is aligned with the velocity direction, it can be checked with the previous expressions that the
aberration relation (3.16) is equivalent to θ̃ = θ−ψ, as expected. The definition of the rotations (B4)
depends on ni and vi, but to alleviate the notation we shall use Rij ≡ Rij(vk, nk) when there is no
ambiguity.
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FIG. 5. Top left: A set of initial wave directions ni represented by points on the unit sphere along with the
polarization vectors which for the purpose of illustration are chosen to be always aligned with eθ. Other
panels: Corresponding aberrated directions with the transformed polarizations, for several values of β = v/c
and when the velocity direction is aligned with the azimuthal direction of the spherical coordinate system.
The blue hue (resp. red hue) is related to the amount of blueshifting, that is D > 1 (resp. redshifting,
that is D < 1). All directions are aberrated toward the velocity direction, however redshifting takes place
when directions are in the lower hemisphere and satisfy cos θ < (

√
1− β2 − 1)/β, see also bottom panels of

Fig. 2. With these adapted coordinates and the aberration relation (3.16), it is clear that the great circles
along which the rotations transport the directions (and parallel transport the polarizations) are the meridian
circles, hence the aberrated polarization is always equal to eθ in this specific example.

Expliciting the exponentiation in (B4) and using that wi and ni are mutually orthogonal unit
vectors, we get after resummation

Rij = δij + (cosψ − 1)(wiwj + ninj) + sinψ(winj − wjni) (B7)
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= δij +
1− γ
D

[
v̂⊥i v̂

⊥
j + ninj

(
1− (v̂ · n)2

)]
+
α

D

(
v̂⊥i nj − v̂⊥j ni

)
.

It is immediate to check with the definition (B5), the property v̂⊥i n
i = 0 and the identity (3.14)

that it is indeed an orthogonal matrix (RikR
k
i = δij).

It is now possible, using also that niϵi = 0, to show that the expressions for the transformation
of direction (3.10) and polarization (B3) are simply

ñi = R j
i nj , ϵ̃i = R j

i ϵj . (B8)

Hence, aberration acts as a local rotation on both the wave direction vector and the polarization
vector. It transports the direction ni along the great circle generated by wi, which is defined as
the intersection of the unit sphere with the plane orthogonal to the axis of rotation ϵijknjwk (and
containing the origin of coordinates). The transformation (B8) also indicates that polarization is
(parallel) transported along the same great circle. This is illustrated in Fig. 5.

Finally, if we consider the components in the helicity basis ϵ±(n) ≡ ϵie
i
∓(n) we get from the

previous transformation of polarization and (3.25)

ϵ̃±(ñ) ≡ ϵ̃iẽi∓(ñ) = e±iδϵ±(n) , (B9)

a transformation rule similar to (3.27) but with the phase being ±δ instead of ±2δ, reflecting the
different spinorial nature of electromagnetic and gravitational waves.
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