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Characterizing eccentricity in gravitational waveforms in a consistent manner is crucial to facilitate parameter
estimation, astrophysical population studies, as well as searches for these rare systems. We present a framework
to characterize eccentricity directly from gravitational waveforms for non-precessing eccentric binary black hole
(BBH) mergers using common modulations that eccentricity induces in all spherical harmonic modes of the
signals. Our framework is in the spirit of existing methods that use frequency modulations in the waveforms,
but we refine the approach by connecting it to state-of-the-art post-Newtonian calculations of the time evolution
of the eccentricity. Using 39 numerical relativity (NR) simulations from the SXS and RIT catalogs, as well as
waveforms obtained from the post-Newtonian approximation and effective-one-body (EOB) formalism, we show
that our framework provides eccentricity estimates that connect smoothly into the relativistic regime (even up
to ∼ 2M before merger). We also find that it is necessary to carry existing post-Newtonian calculations to an
extra 0.5PN order to adequately characterize existing NR simulations, and provide fits to the extra coefficient for
existing simulations. We make the framework publicly available through the Python-based gwModels package.

I. INTRODUCTION

Estimating eccentricity in binary compact object merger
waveforms is a key challenge in gravitational wave (GW) as-
tronomy [1]. The complexity arises from the absence of a
unique definition of eccentricity in general relativity [2]. As
a result, various eccentricity definitions have been proposed,
based on orbital quantities such as the radial separation be-
tween the compact objects or orbital frequencies [3–5]. An-
other set of eccentricity estimators relies on waveform features,
such as amplitudes or instantaneous frequencies [6–8]. Dif-
ferent simulation or calculation frameworks, like numerical
relativity (NR) [3, 4, 8–14] and point-particle perturbation the-
ory (ppBHPT) [15–21], each adopt their own definitions, as do
different waveform models [6, 7, 22–47] and remnant property
estimators [43]. Furthermore, astrophysical population models
use their own eccentricity definitions [48–50]. This lack of
consistency across frameworks can lead to discrepancies in
eccentricity measurements of eccentric signals, hindering the
accurate interpretation of results and their comparison across
different models.

For waveforms, the canonical post-Newtonian (PN) eccen-
tricity parameter is often used to characterize eccentricity by
fitting the waveform (e.g., obtained from NR simulations) to
PN approximations [24–26, 45, 51–53]. Currently, PN approx-
imations for non-precessing eccentric binaries are known up
to 3PN order [45, 53–56] and are sufficient for characterizing
eccentricity in the early inspiral regime of the binary evolution.
Furthermore, efforts have been made to standardize the defini-
tion of eccentricity across waveform and population models
by utilizing waveform-based quantities that use amplitudes or
instantaneous frequencies of the dominant quadrupolar mode
at the apastron and periastron to construct estimators for eccen-
tricity [57–60]. While these approaches represent important
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progress, they have certain limitations. For example, PN ap-
proximations based on terms up to 3PN order break down in the
late-inspiral regime, limiting the ability to robustly estimate ec-
centricity across the binary’s full evolution. Furthermore, 3PN
approximations may not be sufficient to describe highly eccen-
tric binaries. On the other hand, eccentricity estimators based
on waveform quantities often do not recover the Newtonian
limit [6, 8]. Additionally, they rely on spline or polynomial fits
which are hard to extend closer to the merger [57–59].

We note that the primary purpose of defining eccentricity
is to smoothly characterize its impact on gravitational radi-
ation and remnant properties, thereby facilitating systematic
model building and the inference of astrophysical properties
from observed GW signals. For quasi-circular binaries, access
to time-varying binary properties, such as spin evolution up
to merger, enables the characterization of signals based on
spin values at specific times or frequencies, which has assisted
waveform modeling [61, 62] and astrophysical inference [63].
Similarly, obtaining robust estimates of eccentricity evolution
up to merger is expected to yield comparable benefits for mod-
eling and interpreting signals from eccentric binaries.

With that objective in mind, in this paper, we propose a
simple yet robust framework to characterize eccentricity from
waveform quantities up to merger by (i) building upon existing
post-Newtonian calculations of the time evolution of eccentric-
ity, and (ii) constructing an eccentricity estimator that leverages
universal modulation features observed consistently across all
waveform modes for eccentric non-precessing binaries in NR
simulations [64–66]. Thus our framework is both grounded
in PN calculations, and informed by NR simulations. The
modulations we use can be directly applied to quasicircular
waveform models to efficiently generate eccentric models [65],
which makes the approach well-suited for developing wave-
form approximants.

We provide the details of our framework in Sec-
tion II. We demonstrate the effectiveness of the
method using non-precessing eccentric waveforms
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from NR simulations in the SXS (https://data.black-
holes.org/waveforms/catalog.html) [28, 67, 68] and RIT
(https://ccrgpages.rit.edu/ RITCatalog/) [69, 70] catalogs in
in Section III. In particular, we show that our eccentricity
definition (i) recovers the Newtonian limit for small eccen-
tricities, (ii) provides a smooth eccentricity time-evolution
through PN-inspired fits, and (iii) yields meaningful eccen-
tricity estimates even near merger. Finally, we discuss the
implications of our results and their connections to existing
work, limitations, and future improvements in Section IV. In
Section IV A), we show that our results offer insights into
the missing higher-order terms in current PN calculations. In
sections IV B and IV C, we demonstrate that our framework
connects to and enhances the robustness of other existing
eccentricity estimators [57–59]. Additionally, we show that
the eccentricity evolution for non-spinning binaries can be
effectively modeled by a simple overall power law (Sec-
tions IV D and IV E). Finally, we provide mappings between
our proposed eccentricity definitions and those currently
used in state-of-the-art waveform models (Section IV F). Our
framework is available through the gwModels package at
https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels.

II. METHODS

A. The universal modulation function

The gravitational radiation (waveform) from a BBH merger
is typically expressed as a complex time series constructed
from two independent polarizations [71, 72]:

h(t, θ, ϕ; λ) = h+(t, θ, ϕ; λ) − ih×(t, θ, ϕ; λ). (1)

Here, t represents time, while θ and ϕ are angles on the sky rel-
ative to the merger. The set of intrinsic parameters, λ, includes
quantities such as the masses and spins that describe the binary.
For non-precessing eccentric BBHs, the set of parameters is
given by λ := {q, χ1, χ2, eref , lref}, where q is the mass ratio,
χ1 and χ2 are the dimensionless spin magnitudes of the larger
and smaller black holes, respectively. Additionally, eref and lref
refer to the eccentricity and the mean anomaly parameter.

The complex waveform is then decomposed into a super-
position of −2 spin-weighted spherical harmonic modes with
indices (ℓ,m):

h(t, θ, ϕ; λ) =
∞∑
ℓ=2

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

hℓm(t; λ) −2Yℓm(θ, ϕ). (2)

Each spherical harmonic mode can be further decomposed into
a real-valued amplitude Aℓm(t) and phase ϕℓm(t), which yield
an angular frequency ωℓm(t):

hℓm(t; q, eref) = Aℓm(t)eiϕℓm(t), and (3)

ωℓm(t; λ) =
dϕℓm(t)

dt
. (4)

Ref. [64] empirically demonstrated that, for non-precessing
eccentric BBHs, all spherical harmonic modes exhibit univer-
sal modulations caused by eccentricity. These modulations can

SXS:BBH:1355 SXS:BBH:1356 SXS:BBH:1357
SXS:BBH:1358 SXS:BBH:1359 SXS:BBH:1360
SXS:BBH:1361 SXS:BBH:1362 SXS:BBH:1363
SXS:BBH:1364 SXS:BBH:1365 SXS:BBH:1366
SXS:BBH:1367 SXS:BBH:1368 SXS:BBH:1369
SXS:BBH:1370 SXS:BBH:1371 SXS:BBH:1372
SXS:BBH:1373 SXS:BBH:0108 SXS:BBH:0319
SXS:BBH:0320 SXS:BBH:0321 SXS:BBH:0322
SXS:BBH:0323 SXS:BBH:1149 SXS:BBH:1169

Table I. SXS NR simulations [28] used in this work.

RIT:eBBH:1282 RIT:eBBH:1422 RIT:eBBH:1330
RIT:eBBH:1353 RIT:eBBH:1376 RIT:eBBH:1399
RIT:eBBH:1445 RIT:eBBH:1468 RIT:eBBH:1491
RIT:eBBH:1899 RIT:eBBH:1763 RIT:eBBH:1740

Table II. RIT NR simulations [69, 70] used in this work.

be extracted from either the amplitudes Aℓm(t; λ) or the instan-
taneous frequency parameters ωℓm(t; λ) by comparing them to
the values from the corresponding quasi-circular waveform
characterized by λ0 := {q, χ1, χ2, eref = 0, lref = 0}:

ξωℓm(t; λ) = bωℓm
ωℓm(t; λ) − ωℓm(t; λ0)

ωℓm(t; λ0)
, and (5)

ξA
ℓm(t; λ) = bA

ℓm
2
ℓ

Aℓm(t; λ) − Aℓm(t; λ0)
Aℓm(t; λ0)

. (6)

where bω
ℓm and bA

ℓm are constants that can be chosen to enforce
the desired limiting behavior – in our case, to reduce to the
Newtonian definition of eccentricity in the low eccentricity
limit. Ref. [64] also empirically shows that the amplitude and
frequency modulations are related by:

ξA
ℓm(t; λ) = B ξωℓm(t; λ), (7)

where the scaling factor B ≈ 0.9. If we assume this consis-
tency, we can define a common eccentric modulation function,
denoted as ξ(t; λ):

ξ(t; λ) :=
ξA
ℓm(t; λ)

B
= ξωℓm(t; λ). (8)

We empirically find that ξA
22(t; λ) provides the cleanest modula-

tion function, as it is less affected by numerical errors in NR
simulations, and hence we use it unless noted otherwise.

B. Connection between the modulation function and
eccentricity in the Newtonian limit

In the Newtonian limit, eccentricity eN(t), amplitude A22(t),
orbital phase ϕ22(t), and (2, 2) mode frequency ω22(t) are re-
lated as [4] (see also Appendix B of Ref. [12]):

ω22(t; λ) = ω22(t; λ0)
(
1 +

3
2

eN cos ϕ22

)
+ O

(
e2

N

)
(9)

https://data.black-holes.org/waveforms/catalog.html
https://data.black-holes.org/waveforms/catalog.html
https://ccrgpages.rit.edu/~RITCatalog/
https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
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Figure 1. We demonstrate the proposed procedure to estimate eccentricity eξ(t) from an eccentric NR simulation. This framework is implemented
in the gwModels package (https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels). (Upper left panel) We show the amplitudes of the dominant (2, 2) mode for
the eccentric non-spinning BBH merger simulation SXS:BBH:1368 (blue solid line) and the corresponding circular simulation SXS:BBH:0184
(grey solid line). (Upper right panel) We show the eccentric modulation function ξ(t) (blue solid line) obtained from the amplitudes, as well
as the maximas (orange circles) and minimas (green squares) corresponding to the periastrons and apastrons. (Lower left panel) We show
the envelopes ξenv

p (t) (orange solid line) and ξenv
a (t) (green solid line), obtained from analytical fits to the periastron and apastron values of ξ(t)

respectively, as well as the average envelope functions ξenv
avg(t) (black dashed line). (Lower right panel) Finally, we present the eccentricity

estimate eξ(t) (blue solid line) from the average envelope. Details are in Section III A.

and

A22(t; λ) = A22(t; λ0)
(
1 +

3
2

eN cos ϕ22

)
+ O

(
e2

N

)
. (10)

This can then be inverted to get a measure of eccentricity as
[4]:

eω(t) := eN cos ϕ22 =
2
3
ω22(t; λ) − ω22(t; λ0)

ω22(t; λ0)
, (11)

where the envelope of eω(t) gives eN(t). This Newtonian ec-
centricity eN(t) is uniquely defined using the radial separations
between the two black holes. We immediately identify that

eω(t) is simply ξω
ℓm(t; λ) with

bωℓm = 2/3. (12)

A similar definition can be obtained from the amplitude as
well with bA

ℓm = 2/3. In other words, the common eccentricity
modulation function ξ(t; λ) (with bA

ℓm = 2/3) reduces to the
eccentricity measure in the Newtonian limit. Motivated by
this, we now develop a framework to characterize eccentricity
based on the calculated ξ(t; λ) time series. We elaborate on our
framework in the following sections.

https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
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C. Detailed framework for characterizing eccentricity from
modulation function

We first note that the modulation time-series ξ(t; λ) is a real-
valued function that exhibits a sinusoidal decay behavior. It is
possible to identify the envelope of this decaying time-series.
In fact, ξ(t; λ) has two envelopes: the upper envelope ξenv

p (t)
corresponds to the values associated with periastron, and the
lower envelope ξenv

a (t) corresponds to the values associated
with apastron. The absolute values of the envelopes, i.e., ξenv

p (t)
and −ξenv

a (t) are monotonically decreasing, positive-valued
functions of time, and hence suitable for describing in terms of
an eccentricity parameter.

Within the PN approximation, the time evolution of the
canonical eccentricity parameter (for non-spinning BBH merg-
ers) is given by

e3PN(τ, τ0, ν, e0,3PN) = e0,3PN × g3PN(τ, τ0, ν), (13)

where e0,3PN is the eccentricity parameter, ν ≡ q/(1 + q)2 is the
symmetric mass ratio, and τ ≡ ν(tc − t) is the PN characteristic
time with the characteristic reference time τ0 ≡ ν(tc − tref)
(where tref is the reference time). Here, e0,3PN represents the
initial PN eccentricity, and g3PN(τ, τ0, ν) is the eccentricity
evolution function. The expression of g3PN(τ, τ0, ν) up to 3PN
order looks like [24]:

g3PN(τ) =
(
τ

τ0

)19/48 {
1 +

(
−

4445
6912

+
185
576
ν

) (
τ−1/4 − τ−1/4

0

)
+ ..

}
(14)

We provide the full expression in Appendix A. In the Newto-
nian limit, Eq.(13) reduces to the following one:

eNewt(τ, τ0, ν, e0,Newt) = e0,Newt ×

(
τ

τ0

)19/48

, (15)

where e0,Newt being the initial eccentricity parameter.
To obtain a continuous representation of the envelopes ξenv

p (t)
and ξenv

a (t), we first identify the discrete maxima ξenv
p (tp) and

minima ξenv
a (ta) in the eccentric modulation functions, where tp

and ta are the times corresponding to periastron and apastron,
respectively. Our intuition is that the envelopes are linked to
eccentricity, and hence should decay with time in a manner
that’s similar to Eq. (13). Hence we fit both the numerically
obtained values of ξenv

p (tp) and ξenv
a (ta) to the form in Eq. (13),

replacing the prefactor e0,3PN with ξp/a,0,3PN (where ξp/a,0,3PN ∝

e0,3PN) with p/a indicating periastron and apastron respectively.
This fit will then involve only one free parameter, ξp/a,0,3PN, for
each envelope.

When we carry this through, we find that 3PN expressions
are not sufficient to capture the time evolution close to the
merger for highly eccentric binaries (see Figure 7 later). There-
fore, we incorporate an additional term in our fitting function
and use the following ansatz for the eccentricity evolution, with
ξ0 representing the initial value of the envelop:

ξfit(τ, τ0, ν, ξ0) = ξ0 × f (τ, τ0, ν), (16)

where

f (τ, τ0, ν) = g3PN(τ, τ0, ν, ξ0) +
(
τ

τ0

)19/48 (
c−1/8τ

−1/8
0

)
. (17)

For a given BBH merger, ν is known and tref (and therefore
τ0) is already chosen. Thus, the only fit parameters are ξ0 and
c−1/8. For better fits, we allow the value of c−1/8 to be different
between the two envelopes.

At this point, we have fitted expressions for both the en-
velopes, and we could develop an eccentricity estimator using
either of them, but we choose to use the average envelope
to reflect contributions from both the apastron and periastron
points:

ξenv
avg(t) =

ξenv
p (t) + ξenv

a (t)

2
, (18)

and this becomes our fiducial eccentricity parameter:

eavg
ξ (t) := ξenv

avg(t). (19)

The reference eccentricity at the reference time tref then be-
comes: eavg

ref = eavg
ξ (t = tref).

In Appendix B, using the quasi-Keplerian description of the
eccentric binaries in PN framework, we demonstrate that eξ(t)
correctly recovers the Newtonian limit in the low-eccentricity
regime.

D. Characterizing eccentricity using other methods

One of the most popular definitions of eccentricity in the lit-
erature is based on the instantaneous frequency of the dominant
(2, 2) mode, ω22(t). It is expressed as [5, 14]:

eω22 (t) =

√
ω

p
22(t) −

√
ωa

22(t)√
ω

p
22(t) +

√
ωa

22(t)
(20)

where ωp
22(t) and ωa

22(t) correspond to the frequencies at the
periastron and apastron, respectively. However, as pointed
out in Ref. [14], this definition does not correctly reduce to
the Newtonian limit. To address this, a modified eccentricity
parameter is introduced as [14]:

egw = cos(Ψ/3) −
√

3 sin(Ψ/3) (21)

with

Ψ = arctan
1 − e2

ω22

2eω22

 . (22)

Note that, in practice, ωp
22(t) and ωa

22(t) are discrete values in
time, corresponding to specific instances where periastron and
apastron occur. Therefore, one first needs to identify these
discrete ωp

22(t) and ωa
22(t) values. After that, either a fit or an

interpolant must be constructed to track the behavior of these
parameters across time smoothly. Similar definitions based on
the periastron and apastron are also appeared in Ref. [60].

E. Code availability

We have implemented our framework of obtaining eccentric-
ity directly from waveforms in a publicly available Python
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Figure 2. (Upper panel) We show the eccentricities estimated for
the NR simulation SXS:BBH:1368 using different methods imple-
mented in gwModels (https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels) and
gw-eccentricity packages (with default spline fits). (Lower panel)
We show the eccentricity evolution obtained from the modulation
function in Figure 1 as well as the expected eccentricity evolution in
Newtonian and 3PN order. Details are in Section III A.

package named gwModels. The package is accessible at
https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels. This method can
be used by calling the EstimateEccentricity class. A sim-
ple demonstration is provide in Appendix C.

III. DEMONSTRATING THE FRAMEWORK ON NR DATA

We now demonstrate our eccentricity estimation framework
using non-precessing eccentric NR waveforms obtained from
SXS and RIT catalogs. In Tables I and II, we list these simu-
lations. Additionally, we will compare our results with other
definitions of eccentricity.

A. Demonstration of the framework using SXS:BBH:1368

We first apply our method on a eccentric non-spinning BBH
merger simulation SXS:BBH:1368 (Figure 1). This simula-
tion is characterized by mass ratio q = 2, spin on the primary
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Figure 3. We show the eccentricity estimated for a total of 19
SXS non-spinning eccentric BBH simulations with mass ratios
1 ≤ q ≤ 3 from Ref. [28] using both the gwModels (upper
panel; blue lines; https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels) and
gw-eccentricity (lower panel; maroon lines) implementations.
While gw-eccentricity uses amplitude/frequencies to estimate
eccentricities, gwModels takes the universal eccentric modulation
function as its input. Details are in Section III B.

χ1 = 0.0, spin on the secondary χ2 = 0.0, and eccentricity
eref = 0.21 (as obtained from the simulation metadata pro-
vided at https://data.black-holes.org/waveforms/catalog.html).
The corresponding quasi-circular BBH merger simulation is
SXS:BBH:0184. We align the quadrupolar mode of both wave-
forms at the merger time t = 0, denoted by the maximum
amplitude (Figure 1, upper left panel).

We then use Eq. (6) and Eq.(8) to compute the eccentric mod-
ulation function ξ(t; λ) (Figure 1, upper right panel). Next, we
identify the points corresponding to the periastron and apastron
(using the peak finder module scipy.signal.find_peaks).
These points correspond to the local maximas and minimas
in the ξ(t; λ) time-series. We fit the absolute values of the
maximas and minimas using Eq. (16), which provides the up-
per envelope ξenv

p (t) and lower envelope ξenv
a (t). The average

envelope ξenv
avg(t) is then calculated, and all these envelopes

are shown in the lower left panel of Figure 1. Finally, we
use Eq. (19) to compute the time-dependent eccentricity eξ(t),
whose functional form always decreases monotonically. We

https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
https://data.black-holes.org/waveforms/catalog.html
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Figure 4. We show the relationship between the estimated PN refer-
ence eccentricities for the 19 non-spinning SXS NR data (as reported
in Ref. [28]), our eccentricity estimates eξ,ref as well as egw (defined
in Ref. [14]) for the same data. Details are in Section III B.

find that the reference eccentricity eξ,ref = 0.133 which is al-
most 1.5 times smaller than the eccentricity value quoted in
the simulation metadata. Note that, metadata eccentricity is
obtained by fitting early orbital quantities to a chosen PN ex-
pression and those approximations may be responsible for the
difference. We discuss this point more in next Sections.

At this point, it is worth mentioning a small issue with
the approach. We find that it is much easier to fit the upper
envelope than the lower one; for high eccentricities, we observe
small differences between the numerical values and the best-fit
lower envelopes around merger (also seen in the lower left
panel of Figure 1). This issue arises because, as eccentricity
increases, the minima corresponding to the apastron become
flatter, which makes it harder to identify the correct peak. In
such cases, one may opt to use only the upper envelope to
compute the eccentricity (although we have not adopted this
approach). Despite the challenges with the lower envelope for
high eccentricities, the fits provide a good representation of the
modulation for the majority of simulations.

Next, we compare our eccentricity estimates eξ(t) (solid blue
line) for the NR simulation SXS:BBH:1368 using other defini-
tions (eω22 and egw) discussed in Section II D (Figure 2; upper
panel). To compute eω22 (solid cyan line) and egw (solid ma-
roon line), we use the gw-eccentricity package with default
spline fits [58], which relies on orbital frequency and spline
fits. We find that gw-eccentricity provides eccentricity
estimates only up to t = −500M, as the spline fits become unre-
liable afterward. Conversely, our framework can provide mean-
ingful eccentricity estimates even at ∼ 1M before the merger.
The last non-zero eccentricity is obtained at t = −1.02M, with
an estimated value of eξ(t = −1.02) = 0.00028. Additionally,
gw-eccentricity shows unphysical oscillations early in the
waveform and around t = −1000M. Otherwise, at intermediate
times, egw(t) values are close to eξ(t).

We then compare the eccentricity evolution eξ(t) with both
the expected Newtonian, using Eq.(15), and 3PN evolution,
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Figure 5. We show the eccentricity estimated for a total of 8 SXS
(anti)aligned-spin eccentric BBH simulations with mass ratios 1.22 ≤
q ≤ 5 using the gwModels (https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels)
implementation. Details are in Section III C.

using Eq.(13) (Figure 2; lower panel). The initial eccentric-
ity in the Newtonian and 3PN evolution is set to match the
initial eccentricity in the eξ(t) time-series. We find that the
eccentricity evolution, for this particular scenario, follows the
Newtonian evolution more closely than the 3PN evolution.
This difference may be due to the summation being truncated
at an inconvenient PN order, as noted in several studies (e.g.
Ref. [73]).

B. Non-spinning SXS simulations

Next, we apply our framework on 19 publicly available
non-spinning eccentric BBH merger simulations from the
SXS catalog (see Table I). These simulations have mass ra-
tios 1 ≤ q ≤ 3 from Ref. [28]. We calculate the eccentricity
time-series for these simulations using both the gwModels and
gw-eccentricity implementations. We show these results
in Figure 3. As in the demonstration example, the gwModels
implementation yields an eccentricity parameter that varies
smoothly with time by construction. In multiple cases, the
eccentricity estimates that gw-eccentricity yields show os-
cillations that appear unphysical. In all these cases, our eccen-
tricity estimates eξ(t) yield meaningful values until very close
to the merger—typically until 1M to 2M before the merger,
with the last eccentricity measurements ranging from ∼ 10−5

to 10−4.
For these 19 non-spinning eccentric BBH merger simu-

lations, we also use the reference PN eccentricities from
Ref. [28]. These PN eccentricities are computed by matching
the PN waveform frequency (derived from the EccentricIMR
model [28]) to NR over a single radial period, centered around
a reference time corresponding to a dimensionless frequency
of x = xref , where x = ω2/3

orb . Here, ωorb represents the orbital
frequency and is extracted from the (2,2) mode frequency as
ωorb = ω22/2. Ref. [28] employed xref = 0.075, chosen as

https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
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Figure 6. We show the eccentricity estimated for a total of 12 publicly
available long RIT eccentric BBH simulations with mass ratios 1 ≤
q ≤ 4 using the gwModels (https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels)
implementation. Details are in Section III D.

the lowest frequency common to all the waveforms, which,
for most simulations, corresponds to a time near the start of
the simulation. EccentricIMR model uses 3PN conservative
dynamics and 2PN adiabatic radiation reaction. While this
approach leads to suboptimal long-term evolution and notable
deviations from NR over time, the model matches NR well
within a single orbit [28, 74]. Therefore, Ref. [28] matched the
PN waveform to NR over a single radial orbit.

To compare our eccentricity estimates with these values,
for each simulation, we first calculate the time corresponding
to the dimensionless frequency of x = xref = 0.075. Since
the orbital frequency (and thus x) oscillates in eccentric sim-
ulations, we utilize the average dimensionless frequency. We
then evaluate our eccentricity fits (as well as the eccentricity
fits from gw-eccentricity) at that specific time and obtain
the corresponding reference eccentricity from our method. In
Figure 4, we show that our reference eccentricity estimates
(as well as the eccentricity estimates from gw-eccentricity)
for these simulations are larger than the PN estimates reported
in Ref. [28].

However, it is important to note that we should not expect
an exact match, as our estimates incorporate full 3PN terms
in the non-spinning limit and an additional higher-order PN
term, while the EccentricIMR model employs only 3PN con-
servative dynamics and 2PN adiabatic evolution for x(t) and
e(t). Additionally, both eξ and egw are designed to recover the
Newtonian limit. However, this does not guarantee agreement
with the PN eccentricity across all regimes. The following
empirical fit approximately captures the relation between the
estimators:

eξ,ref ≈ egw,ref ≈ −0.002 + 1.21 × ePN,ref + 0.6 × e2
PN,ref . (23)
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Data
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τ0

−7/8 terms

3PN + τ
τ0
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Figure 7. We show the different fits, corresponding to various addi-
tional terms on top of the known 3PN expression given in Eq. 13, to the
upper envelope ξenv

p of the modulation function for SXS:BBH:1371.
We only show the upper half of the modulation function ξ(t) for visual
clarity. Details are in Section IV A.

C. Spinning SXS simulations

Next, we apply our framework to 8 eccentric NR simula-
tions with aligned and anti-aligned spins from the SXS catalog
(see Table I), covering mass ratios from q = 1.22 (similar to
GW150914 [68]) to q = 5. Despite not incorporating spin
effects in our eccentricity evolution model, we find that it still
provides efficient eccentricity estimates. This is because our
analytical fitting function can still fit the periastron and apas-
tron envelops pretty well. However, in the future, we plan
to include spin effects, particularly in the gPN(τ, τ0, ν, e0) ex-
pression using results from Refs. [54, 55]. Figure 5 shows the
eccentricity evolution eξ(t) for these binaries. As before, we
find smooth monotonically decreasing eccentricity evolution.

D. RIT simulations

We further characterize the eccentricity of 12 long RIT non-
spinning and aligned/anti-aligned spin eccentric NR simula-
tions (see Table II), with mass ratios ranging from q = 1 to
q = 4 for the non-spinning cases, and a fixed mass ratio of
q = 1 for the spinning cases. These simulations are ∼ 8000M
to ∼ 18000M long in duration and the quoted eccentricities in
the simulation metadata varies from 0.11 to 0.19. Our frame-
work demonstrates robust performance even in these scenarios
(Figure 6). We find that the initial estimated eccentricities
(using gwModels) of these simulations are mostly around 0.2.
Additionally, we apply our framework to a set of five highly ec-
centric (anti)-aligned spin simulations with moderate duration
(mostly ∼ 3000M; not shown in the Figure). One such simula-
tion is RIT:eBBH:1828, characterized by q = 1, χ1 = 0.8, and
χ2 = 0.0. The quoted initial eccentricity in the simulation meta-

https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
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Figure 8. we show the recovered best-fit coefficient c−1/8 for the
higher-order PN term with exponent − 1

8 for all non-spinning SXS
NR data. Filled markers represent the upper envelopes, while unfilled
markers denote the lower envelopes. Details are in Section IV A.

data is 0.4375, while our estimation yields 0.4875. We recover
similarly large initial eccentricities for the other four simu-
lations (RIT:eBBH:1786, RIT:eBBH:1807, RIT:eBBH:1883
and RIT:eBBH:1862) as well. This suggests that our frame-
work can efficiently characterize moderately high eccentric
waveforms too.

IV. IMPLICATIONS

We now outline the implications of our work within the PN
framework and in estimating alternative eccentricity parame-
ters, such as eω22 and egw. Using previous eccentricity estimates
from NR data (Section III), we also present an approximate
model for eccentricity evolution in non-spinning binaries.

A. Insights into higher order PN terms

Our eccentricity measurement framework, outlined in Sec-
tion II, is rooted in the 3PN expression for the canonical ec-
centricity parameter et (check Eq.(13) of Ref. [24]). However,
through numerical experiments, we observe that the 3PN ex-
pression is insufficient to capture the envelope of the modu-
lation functions (i.e. ξenv

p and ξenv
a ). As the mass ratio and

eccentricity increase, the fits worsen. Therefore, we decide
to incorporate higher-order terms into our fitting ansatz (see
Eq. 17).

To determine which higher-order terms to include, we first
examine the 3PN expression in Eq. 13, where eccentricity
is expressed as a polynomial in PN time τ, and identify the
missing exponents in τ. This suggests that the required higher-
order terms should have exponents [−1/8,−7/8,−1]. Each
time, we then add an additional term for each exponent to the

3PN expression and fit the modulation data. Each of these fits
therefore has two free parameters: initial eccentricity e0 and
the coefficient of the additional term. Furthermore, we explore
combinations of these exponents in our fitting ansatz. We find
that only the term with an exponent of −1/8 provides a better
fit to the envelopes and remains stable near the merger. The
other exponents, while fitting the envelopes, causes the fit to
diverge before merger. Figure 7 illustrates this behavior, which
holds for other simulations in this paper as well. Consequently,
we only include the term with the exponent −1/8 in our final
fits.

In Figure 8, we show the recovered best-fit coefficient c−1/8
for the higher-order PN term with exponent −1/8 for all non-
spinning SXS NR data. Filled markers represent the upper
envelopes, while unfilled markers denote the lower envelopes.
We find that as the initial reference eccentricity eξ,ref increases,
the best-fit c−1/8 also increases. This indicates that, as eccen-
tricity grows, these additional higher PN terms become more
significant. This Figure also suggests that, even for q = 1 in
the low eccentricity limit, PN expressions beyond 3PN are
necessary (as the coefficients to the higher PN order term is
not zero). We hope this result encourages further efforts to
analytically calculate the higher-order terms for eccentricity
evolution within the PN framework.

B. Relation between eω22 , egw and ξ(t) fits

In Section III, we have observed that the current estimation
of other eccentricity parameters, eω22 and egw, using the spline-
based method, is prone to unphysical behavior and fails to track
well through merger (Figures 3,5).In contrast, the estimation of
eξ is consistently smooth due to its reliance on analytical fits.
This raises the question of whether fits to the ξ(t) parameter
could also be used to construct well-behaved versions of eω22

and egw. Here, we first identify that eω22 and egw are related to
ξ through simple expressions. For instance, the frequencies at
periastron ωp

22(t) and apastron ωa
22(t) are directly linked to the

upper and lower envelopes of the modulation function ξ(t) as:

ω
p
22(t) = ω(t; λ0)

(
1 +
ξenv

p (t)

bω22

)
(24)

ωa
22(t) = ω(t; λ0)

(
1 −
ξenv

p (t)

bω22

)
. (25)

The negative sign for ξenv
a (t) is required since we originally take

its absolute value for fitting. Substituting these expressions
into Eq. (20) gives:

eω22 (t) =

√
bω22 + ξ

env
p (t) −

√
bω22 − ξ

env
a (t)√

bω22 + ξ
env
p (t) +

√
bω22 − ξ

env
a (t)

(26)

With some algebra, we find:

1 − e2
ω22

2eω22

=
2
√

bω22 + ξ
env
p (t)

√
bω22 − ξ

env
a (t)

ξenv
p (t) + ξenv

a (t)
. (27)

We can then use Eq. (21) to immediately obtain egw(t).
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Figure 9. Upper panel: We show the (2, 2) mode frequency as
well as the fits for the upper and lower envelopes obtained from the
modulation function ξ(t) for a non-spinning eccentric BBH simulation
SXS:BBH:1368. Lower panel: We show the estimated eω22 (t) and
egw(t) obtained from gw-eccentricity (which uses splines) and
from gwModels (using fits for ξ(t)). Details are in Section IV C.

C. Robust estimation of eω22 and egw using ξ(t) fit

Based on the relations provided in Section IV B, we outline
the following procedure to obtain a robust, smooth fit for eω22(t)
and egw(t). First, for any eccentric waveform, we obtain the
modulation function ξ(t) and fit its envelopes ξenv

a (t) and ξenv
p (t)

using PN-inspired expresions following the framework given
in Section II. From these, we compute ωp

22(t) and ωa
22(t) (fol-

lowing Section IV B), which then yield eω22 (t) and egw(t). In
Figure 9, we demonstrate that the expressions for ωp

22(t) and
ωa

22(t) derived from the envelopes of ξ(t) fit the data well for
SXS:BBH:1368 (one of the non-spinning eccentric SXS simu-
lations considered in Section III B). These fits are subsequently
used to compute smooth eω22 (t) and egw(t), as shown in the
lower panel of Figure 9. The updated estimates of eω22 (t) and
egw(t) from gwModels qualitatively match the non-monotonic
estimates obtained from gw-eccentricity and extends up to
merger.

We obtain the updated and smooth eω22 and egw from
gwModels for all non-spinning SXS simulations and a list
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Figure 10. We show the relation between eξ,ref with egw,ref and eω22 ,ref ,
after employing a robust eccentricity estimation based on ξ(t) fit, for
a list of SXS (solid markers) and RIT (transparent markers) non-
spinning eccentric NR simulations. Details are in Section IV C.

of RIT NR data considered in Section III. For each simula-
tion, we note the initial reference eccentricity eξ,ref along with
the initial eccentricities egw,ref and eω22,ref . In Figure 10, we
demonstrate that eξ,ref closely matches egw,ref when employing
a robust eccentricity estimation. However, their values are not
identical and differs by 10−3 to 10−5. Furthermore, both eξ,ref
and egw,ref are larger than eω22,ref . For the rest of the paper, we
will use the framework prescribed in Section IV B to compute
eω22 and egw.

D. Universality in eccentricity evolution

While we can now estimate eccentricities eω22 (t), egw(t), and
eξ(t) from any non-precessing eccentric waveform and its cor-
responding circular expectation, there is currently no model for
eccentricity evolution in the absence of a waveform. Astrophys-
ical population analyses typically assume either Newtonian
eccentricity evolution or fits to 1PN/2PN expectations [48–
50]. As a simple remedy to this problem, we first study the
phenomenology of eccentricity evolution in non-spinning bi-
naries and then present an approximate model for eccentricity
evolution in Section IV E.

First, we note that in the Newtonian limit (given in Eq.(15)),
the evolution of eccentricity does not depend on the mass ratio.
The mass ratio dependence in eccentricity evolution emerges at
a higher PN order (see Eq.(13)). Inspecting these two equations
suggests that eccentricity evolution over time is either indepen-
dent of or only weakly dependent on initial eccentricity values.
We demonstrate this in Figure 11, where we show the scaled
eccentricity e(t)/e0, with e(t) = eξ(t) and e0 = eξ,ref being the
reference eccentricity at the start of the waveform. The scaled
eccentricity is plotted for all 19 non-spinning SXS NR simula-
tions (used in Section III B) over a common time window. Due
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Figure 11. We show the evolution of the scaled eccentricity e(t)
e0

(blue
lines), where e0 is the eccentricity at the start of the waveform, for all
19 non-spinning SXS NR simulations (considered in Section III B)
over a common time window. For comparison, we also show the cor-
responding 3PN (orange lines) and Newtonian (black line) behaviors.
Details are in Section IV D.

to varying mass ratios (1 ≤ q ≤ 3), we observe a small spread
in the estimated eccentricity evolution (blue lines). Otherwise,
scaled eccentricity evolution is quite same for all simulations.
For each simulation, we then input the initial eccentricity into
the 3PN eccentricity evolution given in Eq.(13). We show these
expected 3PN evolutions as orange lines. We observe similar
universal evolution with a little spread. The corresponding
Newtonian evolution is depicted in black. We find that the
Newtonian expectation lies in between the numerical fits (blue
lines) and expected 3PN evolutions (orange lines). This fig-
ure suggests that the estimated eccentricity weakly depends
on mass ratio and therefore the Newtonian expression given
in Eq.(15) could be slightly modified to capture the effective
evolution of eccentricity at leading order.

E. Approximate analytical model for eccentricity evolution

Using our earlier eccentricity fits eξ(t) for the non-spinning
SXS NR simulations (discussed in Section III B), we develop
an approximate model named gwEccEvNS for the evolution of
eccentricity. It is expressed as:

egwEccEvNS(τ, τ0, q, e0) = e0 ×

(
τ

τ0

)n(q,e0)/48

, (28)

where n(q, e0) is the numerator of the effective exponent and
depends on the mass ratio q and the initial eccentricity e0. The
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Figure 12. We show the eccentricity evolution
eξ(t) (solid blue line; computed using the gwModels
(https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels)) of the non-spinning ec-
centric simulation SXS:BBH:1371 and the corresponding gwEccEvNS
prediction (dashed black line). Details are in Section IV E.

dependencies are determined through fits and are given by:

n(q, e0) = n1(q)n2(e0)
n1(q) = −0.37857487q + 18.4726538

n2(e0) = 1 + 0.15346999e0 − 1.38867977e2
0 + 2.45635187e3

0.
(29)

We find that gwEccEvNS can approximately match the eccen-
tricity evolution with an error of ∼ 5%. This level of agreement
is sufficient for most astrophysical population studies [48–50]
and provides reasonable direction for waveform modeling. In
Figure 12, we show the estimated eccentricity from gwModels
alongside the corresponding predictions from gwEccEvNS for
SXS:BBH:1371. We observe similar agreement across other
simulations as well. It is however possible to improve this
model by considering more suitable analytical ansatz and uti-
lizing additional NR data as they become available. We leave
this for future.

F. Relation between model eccentricities in PN/EOB and
{eξ, egw}

Next, we apply our framework to waveforms obtained from
the PN approximation and EOB formalism. We choose the
EccentricIMR model (used in our earlier analysis in Sec-
tion III B) within the PN framework and the TEOBResumS
model [33] 1 within the EOB framework. Similar to the NR
case, we find that our method efficiently characterizes eccen-
tricity in these waveforms as well. We confirm that, for each
case, we obtain (i) smooth evolution of eccentricity and (ii)
meaningful estimation of eccentricity close to merger.

1 We obtain the waveform model from the eccentric branch of
https://bitbucket.org/teobresums/teobresums/ package

https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
https://bitbucket.org/teobresums/teobresums
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Figure 13. We show the relationship between the PN reference eccen-
tricities ePN,ref , our eccentricity estimates {eξ,ref , egw} (computed using
gwModels) for a total of 41 non-spinning EccentricIMR waveform
data with q = 1. Details are in Section IV F.

Additionally, we investigate the relationship between the
PN eccentricity in EccentricIMR model and the estimated
waveform-based eccentricity estimators eξ, eω22 and egw. We
generate 41 eccentric (and corresponding circular) waveforms
for q = 1 with initial eccentricities 0.002 ≤ ePN,ref ≤ 0.15
measured at xref = 0.07. Applying our eccentricity estima-
tion framework, we obtain eccentricities eξ, eω22 and egw at the
reference frequency xref using the frameworks mentioned in
Section II and IV B. These estimates are shown in Fig. 13.
We find that our eccentricity estimates eξ,ref and egw,ref closely
match each other. However, their values are (on an average 1.1
times) larger than the PN reference eccentricities. We perform
simple analytical fits to the estimated reference eccentricities
using scipy.curve_fit module and find the following rela-
tion:

eξ,ref ≈ egw,ref ≈ 1.12 × ePN,ref , (30)

and

eω22,ref ≈ 0.85 × ePN,ref . (31)

Furthermore, both eξ,ref and egw,ref vary smoothly with PN
eccentricity. This suggests that while both definitions recover
the Newtonian limit, they do not necessarily agree with PN
eccentricities across the entire eccentricity range. We confirm
that these observations remain same for other mass ratio values
too.

We then repeat the same exercise with TEOBResumS wave-
forms. We generate eccentric waveforms with varying ini-
tial eccentricities (0.001 ≤ eeob,ref ≤ 0.4) and mass ratios
(1 ≤ q ≤ 3). For simplicity, we only focus on non-spinning
binaries. The longest waveform in this series spans a duration
of approximately 90000M, while the shortest waveform lasts
only 5000M. Figure 14 shows that our estimates for {eξ,ref , egw}

match EOB eccentricities very closely. Like before, eω22,ref es-
timates are systematically smaller than the EOB eccentricity.
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Figure 14. We show the relationship between the initial eccentric-
ities from the TEOBResumS model and our eccentricity estimates
{eξ,ref , egw} (computed using gwModels) for a total of 31 non-spinning
TEOBRessumS waveform data with q = 1.. Details are in Section IV F.

Additionally, we observe no noticeable mass ratio dependence
on these relationship. We perform a simple analytical fit to
the estimated initial eccentricities using scipy.curve_fit
module and find the following linear relation:

eξ,ref ≈ egw,ref ≈ eeob,ref (32)

and

eω22,ref ≈ 0.775 × eeob,ref . (33)

It is important to note that, similar to the EccentricIMR
model, the TEOBResumS model also relies on a 2PN ra-
diation reaction. Consequently, both EccentricIMR and
TEOBResumS waveforms introduce inaccuracies as they evolve
over time [28, 74]. However, TEOBResumS includes additional
calibration to NR data, which is absent in the EccentricIMR
model. Thus, it is not surprising that the eccentricities in these
two models show slightly different relationships with egw and
eξ. These inaccuracies can, in principle, contribute to the differ-
ences in reference eccentricities observed in Figures 13 and 14.

Our results in Figure 10, Figure 13, and Figure 14 indi-
cate that eξ,ref and egw closely align. To quantify this, we
compute the base-10 logarithm of their relative differences
for all TEOBResumS and EccentricIMR waveforms consid-
ered in this Section, as well as for all non-spinning SXS and
RIT waveforms used in Section III. These differences, shown
in Figure 15, are typically less than 10−2 and become larger
than 10−2 for some highly eccentric RIT simulations. This
consistency suggests that, despite being defined differently,
both estimators yield effectively similar values for practical
purposes. However, their smoothness and ability to provide
eccentricity values around merger differs.
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Figure 15. We show the logarithm of the absolute difference between
eξ,ref and egw for all TEOBResumS and EccentricIMR waveforms
considered in Section IV F. Additionally, we show the same for all
non-spinning SXS and RIT waveforms considered in Section III.
Details are in Section IV F.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we presented a simple but robust method for
characterizing gravitational waveforms from eccentric BBH
mergers using only waveform quantities. Specifically, we
used the universal modulation [64–66] induced by eccentricity
to build an eccentricity estimator eξ(t). Using a set of non-
precessing NR simulations from the SXS and RIT catalogs, as
well as waveforms generated through the PN approximation
and EOB formalism, we demonstrated that our framework is
robust and significantly improves upon existing methods. A
key feature of our method is that it is analytical and based on
post-Newtonian calculations [24] with input from Newtonian
expectations [3, 4, 12, 71]). This ensures a smooth eccentricity
evolution estimation. Our framework provides not only eξ(t)
but also a robust and straightforward calculation of related
eccentricity estimators such as egw and eω22 . Furthermore, it
enables reliable eccentricity characterization close to merger,
offering a significant improvement over existing methods.

However, the analytical calculations for eccentricity evolu-
tion are currently limited to non-spinning eccentric binaries.
Despite this, our framework appears to provide smooth eccen-
tricity measurements for aligned-spin binaries, but the effects
of spin [54, 55] must be included in future work.

Furthermore, the validity of the universal eccentric modu-

lations has only been demonstrated for non-precessing bina-
ries [64–66]. It is essential to investigate whether precessing
eccentric binaries exhibit similar relations and to determine if
the eccentricity definitions presented here extend to precessing
spin binaries.

It is also important to point out that our framework requires
a corresponding quasi-circular waveform for each eccentric
simulation to characterize eccentricity. Different choices for
the quasi-circular reference can lead to slight variations in the
eccentricity estimates. In principle, it is possible to replace
this requirement with a secular fit, which would make the
framework more self-consistent.

Finally, we note that the effect of eccentricity should be
characterized by two parameters: the eccentricity magnitude,
which we have focused on in this paper, and an associated
phase parameter, often represented by the mean anomaly. One
can reliably extract the mean anomaly from the phase of the
eccentric modulation function. We leave these investigations
for future.

Despite these limitations, our eccentricity measures are
smoothly varying functions in time as well as in the binary
parameter space defined by masses and spins. This makes it
suitable for use in both eccentric waveform modeling and data
analysis. Moreover, as this measure of eccentricity is directly
related to the universal modulation function, observed in all
modes and linked to eccentricity, it will simplify the process
of waveform modeling even further.

We make our framework publicly avail-
able through gwModels package hosted at
https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels.
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Appendix A: 3PN Eccentricity evolution

The full expression of g3PN(τ, τ0, ν) (used in Eq.(14)) up to
3PN order is [24]:

g3PN(τ, τ0, ν) =
(
τ

τ0

)19/48 {
1 +
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(A1)

Appendix B: Relationship between modulation eccentricities {eξ,
ep
ξ , ea

ξ} and Quasi-Keplerian eccentricity et

Based on the calculations in Refs. [26, 74, 75], Ref. [14]
derives the expression for the (2, 2) mode frequency w22(t) as
a function of the post-Newtonian eccentricity et [2] within the
quasi-Keplerian framework. For the full expression, please
refer to the Appendix of Ref. [14]. The expression simplifies
at the periastron and apastron points:

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.15506
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.02762
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ω
a,p
22 (x, et, η) =

4x3/2
√

1 − e2
t

(et ± 1)2 (2 ∓ et)
± γ

x5/2et

(
11(6η − 23)e2
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)

21
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1 − e2
t

(
e2

t + et − 2
)2

(B1)

The upper and lower signs correspond to apastron and peri-
astron, respectively. Substituting the expression for the (2, 2)
mode frequencies at periastron into our eccentricity definition
in Eq. (11), we obtain the expression for ep

ξ(t). At the lowest
order, this gives:

ea
ξ(t) ≈ b

 2
√

1 − e2
t

(et + 1)2 (2 − et)
− 1

 . (B2)

Expanding this in orders of et, we find:

ea
ξ(t) ≈ b

[
−et +

23e2
t

8
+ · · ·

]
. (B3)

At low eccentricity, this simplifies to ea
ξ(t) ≈ bet. Similarly,

for low eccentricity at Newtonian order, we find ep
ξ(t) ≈ 2bet.

Thus, we obtain:

eξ(t) ≈
ea
ξ(t) + ep

ξ(t)

2
≈

3bet(t)
2
. (B4)

Within the post-Keplerian formalism, one can therefore have
a straightforward transformation to take eξ(t) to the correct

Newtonian order in the low eccentricity limit as:

et(t) =
2
3

1
b

eξ(t). (B5)

Since we are using b = 2
3 , the framework naturally reduces

to the Newtonian limit at low eccentricity. However, at large
eccentricities and in systems where strong-field effects are
more significant, the modulation eccentricities will differ from
et. Furthermore, choosing a different value of b will only
linearly change the results.

Appendix C: gwModels code implementation

Below is a code snippet demonstrating how to use
gwModels to estimate the eccentricity from an ec-
centric BBH merger waveform. The package is
available at https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels.
Detailed documentation is provided at
https://tousifislam.com/gwModels/gwModels.html.

import gwModels

# Provide mass ratio
q = 1

# load eccentric NR data ( external function )
t_ecc, hecc_dict = get_eccentric_SXSNR_data(‘SXS:BBH:1355’)

# load circular NR data ( external function )
t_cir, hcir_dict = get_circular_SXSNR_data(‘SXS:BBH:0180’)

# compute eccentricity
obj = gwModels.ComputeEccentricity(t_ecc = t_ecc, # circular time

h_ecc_dict = {’h_l2m2’: hecc_dict[’h_l2m2’]}, # circular waveform
t_cir = t_cir, # eccentric time
h_cir_dict = {’h_l2m2’: hcir_dict[’h_l2m2’]}, # eccentric waveform
q=q, # mass ratio
distance_btw_peaks=None, # to help peak finding
t_ref = -2500, # reference time to estimate eccentricity
fit_funcs_orders=[’3PN_m1over8’, ’3PN_m1over8’], # fit PN ordeer
ecc_prefactor=2/3, # eccentricity estimator pre-factor
method=’xi_amp’, # whether to use amplitude/freq modulation
include_zero_zero=False, # whether to include merger point
tc = 0) # time at the merger

# reference eccentricity

https://github.com/tousifislam/gwModels
https://tousifislam.com/gwModels/gwModels.html
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