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Abstract. In the last decade, the ringdown community has made large strides

in understanding the aftermath of binary black hole mergers through the study of

numerical simulations. In this note, we introduce two flavors of fitting algorithms,

that have been verified against each other, for the extraction of quasinormal mode

amplitudes from ringdown waveforms — qnmfits in Python and KerrRingdown in

Mathematica.
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1. Introduction

The ringdown is the final stage of binary black hole (BH) coalescence, starting near the

peak intensity of a gravitational wave (GW) signal. In the regime of linear perturbation

theory, the ringdown is described by a sum of quasinormal modes (QNMs), for which the

angular functions are the spin-weight −2 spheroidal harmonics with indices (ℓ,m, n) [1–

3]. The time-dependent part of each QNM is an exponentially damped sinusoid with

a characteristic complex frequency, the real part of which gives the angular frequency

and the imaginary part giving one over the damping time. For astrophysical BHs within

general relativity (GR) this complex frequency is completely determined by the BH mass

M and spin χ, giving rise to a QNM frequency spectrum seen in Fig. 1 [4]. Each QNM
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also has an associated amplitude and phase, which will depend on the astrophysical

process causing the perturbation. This means (in principle) that the excitation of these

QNMs encodes the properties of the binary system before the ringdown.

The simplicity of the ringdown makes it an ideal setting for tests of GR and for

learning about the properties of both the progenitor and remnant BHs. However,

there remain many open questions about the ringdown signal. These include the

importance of overtones [5] and mirror modes [6], the unknown ringdown start time,

QNM spectral instability [7–9], the impact of a dynamically changing spacetime through

the ringdown [10, 11], nonlinear QNMs [12, 13], and the exact mapping from progenitor

to remnant properties [14–18] (particularly for systems with precession [17–20]).

One method to shine light on these issues is to perform fits to the ringdown from

numerical-relativity (NR) simulations. NR waveforms are a powerful tool for exploring

what the ringdown looks like within GR, and studies of their QNM content inform

our expectations when analyzing real GW data. Several codes have been developed

for this purpose, such as the agnostic fitting of Refs. [16, 21] or the QNM filter of

Ref. [22]. More recently, a Bayesian approach to fitting NR has also been employed by

Refs. [23–25]. Perhaps the most widely used method is to perform a least-squares fit

to extract QNM amplitudes and phases; in this note, we present easy-to-use Python

and Mathematica codes for performing multi-mode, i.e., all-sky, least-squares fits to

the ringdown of NR waveforms: qnmfits [26] and KerrRingdown [27]. Our goal is to

provide robust ringdown-fitting packages that can be used for comparison or further

investigation of ringdown modeling; these codes have been written independently and

verified against each other.

Several NR catalogs are available [28–31], and our codes can be used to fit the

waveforms from any of these catalogs or any other generic waveform data. However,

the code has been developed with SXS waveforms in mind (the Python code leverages

the sxs and scri packages [32, 33]), and in this note, we demonstrate the codes with

Cauchy-characteristic Evolution (CCE) waveforms mapped to the superrest frame [34]

(known to be optimal for the ringdown).

The outline of this paper is as follows. Section 2 presents background theory and the

relevant conventions used throughout the paper. Section 3 presents some simple results

obtained with the codes, which act as a demonstration of their capabilities. Section 4

presents a discussion of the results described in the previous section and the conclusions.

2. Theory and Conventions

2.1. QNM Frequencies

A Kerr BH of mass M and dimensionless spin χ has an infinite number of QNM

frequencies ω±
ℓmn = 2πf±

ℓmn − i/τ±ℓmn, where ℓ and m are the usual angular indices

and n is an overtone number. The ± superscript indicates the sign of the real part

of the frequency, such that ω+
ℓmn are the “regular” QNMs that live in the right half-
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plane, and ω−
ℓmn are the “mirror” (also referred to as “twin” or “conjugate”) QNMs

that live in the left half-plane. As can be seen in Fig. 1, there is a symmetry

between the regular and mirror modes given by ω−
ℓmn = −ω+∗

ℓ,−m,n. Note that this

is distinct from the prograde/retrograde classification also seen in the literature, for

which prograde modes satisfy sgn(Re[ωprograde
ℓmn ]) = sgn(m) and retrograde modes satisfy

sgn(Re[ωretrograde
ℓmn ]) = −sgn(m). This classification has the advantage of having a clear

physical interpretation; prograde (retrograde) modes are those that rotate in the same

(opposite) direction as the remnant BH. However, this labeling breaks down for the

m = 0 modes and so to avoid any ambiguity we prefer the regular/mirror classification

in this work (and in the codes).

We obtain the QNM frequencies in qnmfits by utilizing the open-source Python

package qnm which uses a Leaver solver for the radial sector and a spectral eigenvalue

technique for the angular sector [35–37]. This approach breaks down for the special

(2, 2, 8) mode, and for this mode, we use data available at Ref. [38] (see also Ref. [39]).

In KerrRingdown, the QNM frequency and spherical-spheroidal mixing coefficients are

imported from publicly accessible data available at Ref. [40].

2.2. Ringdown Waveform

The ringdown waveform can be written as a sum of spin-weight −2 spheroidal-harmonic

modes,

h(t, θ, ϕ) =
∑
ℓmn±

A±
ℓmne

−iω±
ℓmn(t−t0)−2Sℓm(θ, ϕ; aω

±
ℓmn), (1)

where A±
ℓmn = A±

ℓmne
iφ±

ℓmn are complex amplitudes and −2Sℓm(θ, ϕ; c) are the spheroidal

harmonics. These take as arguments the polar and azimuthal angles, θ and ϕ, and

the oblateness parameter c = aω±
ℓmn, where a = Mχ is the BH spin. Note that this

expansion is only valid in the rest-frame of the remnant BH, with its spin vector pointing

along the positive z-axis. Throughout this discussion, we will assume to be in this frame.

NR is instead usually decomposed into spin-weight −2 spherical harmonics,

h(t, θ, ϕ) =
∑
ℓm

hℓm(t)−2Yℓm(θ, ϕ), (2)

providing as data the spherical-harmonic modes hℓm. To relate the two decompositions,

we can write the spheroidal harmonics as an expansion over spin-weight −2 spherical

harmonics,

−2Sℓm(θ, ϕ; c) =
∑
ℓ′

Cℓ′ℓm(c) −2Yℓ′m(θ, ϕ) , (3)

where Cℓ′ℓm(c) are the spherical-spheroidal mixing coefficients [36, 41]. Substituting

Eq. 3 into Eq. 1 and comparing coefficients of the spherical harmonics, we arrive at an

expression for the spherical-harmonic modes in terms of QNMs:

hℓm(t) =
∑
ℓ′n±

A±
ℓ′mne

−iω±
ℓ′mn

(t−t0)Cℓℓ′m(aω
±
ℓ′mn). (4)
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Figure 1. Selected modes of the Kerr QNM spectrum. BH QNM frequencies are

conventionally represented as complex numbers, with the real part giving the angular

frequency of the mode and the imaginary part giving (minus) the inverse of the damping

time: ωℓmn = 2πfℓmn − i/τℓmn. Here we plot fℓmn and 1/τℓmn, each scaled by the

remnant BH mass M to make a dimensionless quantity. The spectrum of a Kerr BH

also depends on the dimensionless BH spin magnitude, χ; as the spin is increased from

zero, branches with different m grow from the points of the Schwarzschild spectrum.

This is the model implemented in the codes, and it reveals that each spherical-

harmonic mode has contributions from every QNM of the same m (an effect known

as mode mixing). These contributions are weighted by the spherical-spheroidal mixing

coefficients, which are also obtained via the qnm package for qnmfits and the data

available at Ref. [40] for KerrRingdown.

2.3. Fitting Criteria

When fitting for the complex amplitudes A±
ℓmn the codes aim to minimize the sum of

the squares of the residuals between the model and data. That is, a least-squares fit is

performed. It has been shown [42] that this is equivalent to minimizing the mismatch

M = 1− |∑ℓm⟨aℓm|bℓm⟩|√
[
∑

ℓm⟨aℓm|aℓm⟩] [
∑

ℓm⟨bℓm|bℓm⟩]
, (5)

where aℓm and bℓm are the spherical-harmonic modes of the model (Eq. 4) and data

(Eq. 2), and we use the following inner product

⟨aℓm|bℓm⟩ =
∫ tf

t0

dt a∗ℓm(t)bℓm(t). (6)
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Internally, the qnmfits package is calling numpy.linalg.lstsq [43] to fit for the

complex amplitudes, and KerrRingdown has a custom implementation in terms of

normal equations following Ref. [42]. In KerrRingdown, the fitting results can also

be obtained by minimizing the mismatch directly, which is referred to as the “mode-

limited eigenvalue method” in the same reference. If in addition to the amplitudes

the remnant mass and spin want to be fitted for, qnmfits performs a minimization

of the mismatch via the scipy implementation of the Nelder-Mead algorithm [44, 45].

KerrRingdownminimizes the mismatch by performing a coarse search over a grid of mass

and spin values, followed by a fine search using Mathematica’s FindMaximum function.

Moreover, qnmfits also contains a “greedy-fit” algorithm that fits a desired number

of loudest modes for a specific binary BH system, which helps address the question of

which modes are important to model in any specific case.

3. Demonstration

To demonstrate the codes we perform fits to two NR simulations from the

SXS catalog [28]. These are the GW150914-like SXS:BBH:0305 [46, 47] and

SXS:BBH ExtCCE:0013 (also known as q4 precessing) [34, 48] waveforms, produced

using SXS’s Spectral Einstein Code (SpEC) [49]. Following Ref. [34], these waveforms

are mapped to the superrest frame [50–53].

For each waveform we perform three fits (which we label sets 1, 2, and 3) with

different QNM and spherical-harmonic content. The first set is designed to focus on

mode mixing; to do this we focus on the m = 2 family of modes, fitting the (ℓ, 2, 0,±)

QNMs to the (ℓ, 2) spherical-harmonic modes (with 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ 4). The second set

focuses on overtones by fitting the (2, 2, n,+) QNMs (with 0 ≤ n ≤ 7) to the (2, 2)

spherical-harmonic mode. Finally, the third set fits the 20 most important QNMs (as

determined by a greedy algorithm [34]) to all available spherical-harmonic modes with

indices 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ 4 and −ℓ ≤ m ≤ ℓ. The greedy algorithm ranks QNMs according to

their power, and we choose to run the algorithm at the time of peak strain. Note that

the regular- and mirror-mode pair (±) count together as one of the 20 included QNMs.

For SXS:BBH:0305, the chosen modes are

(2, 0, 0,±) (2,±1, 0,±) (2,±2, 0,±) (3,±3, 0,±) (4,±4, 0,±)

(2, 0, 1,±) (2,±2, 1,±) (3,±3, 1,±) (4,±4, 1,±)

(2,±2, 2,±) (4,±4, 2,±).

For SXS:BBH ExtCCE:0013, the chosen modes are

(2, 0, 0,±) (2,±1, 0,±) (3,−1, 0,±) (2,±2, 0,±) (3,±2, 0,±) (3,±3, 0,±)

(2, 0, 1,±) (2,±1, 1,±) (2,±2, 1,±) (3,±2, 1,±) (3,±3, 1,±)

(2, 2, 2,±)

This demonstrates how the different binary configurations excite different QNMs in the

ringdown.
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Figure 2. Left panel: Mismatch as a function of the ringdown start time for both

simulations considered in this work, and for each set. Right panels: QNM amplitudes

(normalized by the fundamental mode) at a chosen ringdown start time for both

simulations considered in this work. The top panel shows the positive-frequency

(prograde) modes from set 1. The bottom panel shows the overtone amplitudes

considered in set 2.

In the left panel of Fig. 2 we show the mismatch as a function of the ringdown start

time for each set and for both simulations considered. When computing the mismatch,

the sum in Eq. 5 is taken to be only over the spherical-harmonic modes included in the

fit. The mismatch is a common metric to measure the quality of fit in the ringdown,

and the codes allow it to be easily computed for any combination of data, start time,

and QNM content.

The right panels of Fig. 2 show the magnitude of the QNM amplitudes for Sets 1

(top panel) and 2 (bottom panel), normalized by the fundamental mode amplitude, at a

chosen ringdown start time. As in the mismatch curve, solid lines are for the simulation

SXS:BBH:0305 and dashed lines are for SXS:BBH ExtCCE:0013 (and it can clearly be

seen that the precessing SXS:BBH ExtCCE:0013 excited the higher order (4, 2, 0,+)

mode more than the aligned-spin SXS:BBH:0305, as expected). QNM amplitudes

are an ongoing area of study, and via least-squares fitting the codes give (essentially

instantaneous) estimates of the amplitudes.

As part of this work, it has been verified that the Python and Mathematica packages

produce identical results, up to machine precision, for both the mismatch and complex

QNM amplitudes for a variety of test cases.
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4. Conclusions

Understanding the relationship between QNM amplitude excitations and binary BH

configurations provides a good way to test GR in the strong field regime. Fitting for

these amplitudes, however, can quickly become a difficult task. To alleviate some of these

difficulties we introduce qnmfits and KerrRingdown, which allow for the extraction

of the complex QNM amplitudes for any waveform data provided. These codes (in

Python and Mathematica, respectively) allow the user to easily specify the time of

QNM amplitude extraction, as well as which QNMs and spherical harmonics to take

into account. Both codes also have the capability to fit for the remnant mass and spin

of the BH.

It should be noted that there are known limitations to the least-squares fitting

approach currently adopted by the codes. In particular, the core fitting functions in the

codes do not come equipped with a notion of fitting uncertainty, simply returning a single

‘best fit’ solution for the QNM amplitudes. For relatively loud and long-lived QNMs

this is usually not a problem, but care should be taken when fitting for rapidly decaying

or subdominant QNMs; results can be biassed by numerical error in the waveform being

fitted to [24, 25, 54–56], or unmodelled features in the waveform such as tails [24] or

subdominant QNMs. Nevertheless, least-squares fits are an important tool due to their

speed and ease of use, and we hope the codes presented here can aid in future studies

of the ringdown.
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