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ABSTRACT
Tidal interactions in coalescing binary neutron stars modify the dynamics of the inspiral and hence imprint a signature on their
gravitational wave (GW) signals in the form of an extra phase shift. We need accurate models for the tidal phase shift in order
to constrain the supranuclear equation of state from observations. In previous studies, GW waveform models were typically
constructed by treating the tide as a linear response to a perturbing tidal field. In this work, we incorporate non-linear corrections
due to hydrodynamic three- and four-mode interactions and show how they can improve the accuracy and explanatory power of
waveformmodels. We set up and numerically solve the coupled differential equations for the orbit and the modes and analytically
derive solutions of the system’s equilibrium configuration. Our analytical solutions agree well with the numerical ones up to
the merger and involve only algebraic relations, allowing for fast phase shift and waveform evaluations for different equations of
state over a large parameter space. We find that, at Newtonian order, non-linear fluid effects can enhance the tidal phase shift by
& 1 radian at a GW frequency of 1000 Hz, corresponding to a 10−20% correction to the linear theory. The scale of the additional
phase shift near the merger is consistent with the difference between numerical relativity and theoretical predictions that account
only for the linear tide. Non-linear fluid effects are thus important when interpreting the results of numerical relativity and in the
construction of waveform models for current and future GW detectors.
Key words: gravitational waves – methods:analytical – (stars:) binaries (including multiple): close – stars: neutron

1 INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars (NSs) are astrophysical laboratories for physics at ex-
treme conditions.ANS in a coalescing binary driven by gravitational-
wave (GW) radiation can be tidally deformed, and the deformation
and the associated change in the binary dynamics leave imprints in
the associated GW waveform. These effects have been incorporated
into the analysis of GW170817, the first binary NS (BNS) event de-
tected byGWobservation (LIGOScientific Collaboration et al. 2017,
2019a), and enabled valuable constraints on the supranuclear equa-
tion of state (EoS) (LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2018). With
more BNSs detected (LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2020) and
even more to be expected, especially when future GW detectors like
the Einstein Telescope (Hild et al. 2010; Sathyaprakash et al. 2012)
and the Cosmic Explorer (Abbott et al. 2017; Evans et al. 2021)
become operational, it is imperative to develop more sophisticated
theoretical waveform models to maximize the information we can
extract.
Tidal effects within BNS systems can, in principle, lead to rich

phenomenology. The dominant effect is the interaction between the
tidal field and the fundamental mode (f-mode) of the NS, which
characterizes the star’s large-scale deformation of the NS. This was
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first studied in the adiabatic limit, i.e., assuming the tidal driving
frequency ismuch smaller than the eigenfrequency of the f-mode (Lai
et al. 1993, 1994a,b; Flanagan & Hinderer 2008; Bini & Damour
2014; Bernuzzi et al. 2015). In this limit, the tidal response can be
well characterized by a single coefficient known as the Love number
𝑘2 (or equivalently, the NS deformability Λ = 2𝑘2𝑅5/3 with 𝑅 the
radius of the NS; Damour & Nagar 2009; Binnington & Poisson
2009; Hinderer et al. 2010). However, the driving frequency can
become comparable to the eigenfrequency of the f-mode near the
merger, leading to important corrections to the tidal response due to
finite-frequency effects (Hinderer et al. 2016; Steinhoff et al. 2016;
Andersson & Pnigouras 2021). If the NS spins significantly in a
retrograde manner with respect to the orbit, the f-mode can even be
resonantly excited (Ho & Lai 1999; Ma et al. 2020; Steinhoff et al.
2021).
At a more detailed level, as the orbit decays due to GW radiation,

the tide can resonantly excite gravity modes (Reisenegger & Goldre-
ich 1994; Lai 1994;Yu&Weinberg 2017a,b; Kuan et al. 2021a,b) and
interface modes (Tsang et al. 2012; Pan et al. 2020; Passamonti et al.
2021) within the neutron stars; if the stars are spinning about their
individual axes, inertial modes can also be resonantly excited (Ho &
Lai 1999; Flanagan & Racine 2007; Xu & Lai 2017; Poisson 2020;
Ma et al. 2021; Gupta et al. 2021).
An accurate waveform model incorporating these dynamics is
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Figure 1. Tidal phase shift due to a NS with 𝑀 = 1.3𝑀� , 𝑅 = 12 km, and
𝑘2 = 0.26. The companion is assumed to be a point particle with 𝑀 ′ = 𝑀 .
We show the result including just the linear tide (olive curve) and when
including non-linear fluid effects (gray curve). As a reference, the phase shift
in the adiabatic limit is shown in the black-dashed line using expressions in
Hinderer et al. (2010). The non-linear tide corrects the phase by & 1 rad at
𝑓gw > 1000Hz (at Newtonian order). This is consistent with the discrepancy
between analytical results with linear tides and numerical relativity (Hinderer
et al. 2016).

essential to properly use the tidal signature in the data to constrain
the EoS (Read et al. 2009; Damour et al. 2012; Del Pozzo et al. 2013;
Lackey & Wade 2015; Andersson & Ho 2018; Landry & Essick
2019; Matas et al. 2020; Pratten et al. 2022). If the NS EoS is known,
BNS events can be further used to test the theory of general relativity
(GR; Saffer & Yagi 2021) and probe the cosmological expansion
history (Messenger & Read 2012).
Previous theoretical tidal models show good agreement with nu-

merical relativity (Hotokezaka et al. 2015; Foucart et al. 2019) for
most of the binary’s inspiral; however, there is a discrepancy of
about 1 radian between the phases of analytical and numerical wave-
forms near the final merger (Hinderer et al. 2016; Nagar et al. 2018;
Steinhoff et al. 2021) whose origin is yet unclear. Understanding the
discrepancy would be of great theoretical interest for correctly inter-
preting the results of numerical relativity, and constraining the binary
dynamics in the highly relativistic regime. Moreover, it would enable
us to construct accurate waveform templates for efficient parameter
space exploration and data analysis.
In this work, we investigate the effects of the non-linear tide in-

cluding interactions among NS modes as well as between modes
and the non-linear tidal driving. Our main result is illustrated in
Fig. 1. Here we present the tidal phase shift of the GW waveform.
The olive curve shows the result obtained using the linear dynamical
tide theory and the gray curve includes the effects of the non-linear
tide which we will examine in detail in this work. In particular, the
non-linear tide creates an additional phase shift of O(1) rad near the
merger compared to the linear result, which is consistent with the
discrepancy between previous theoretical and numerical works. This
suggests that non-linear effects could be (at least in part) the cause of
the discrepancy, and that they should be a key component of future
waveform modeling.
We note that our result is greater than the prior estimate of non-

linear hydrodynamic corrections in Hinderer et al. (2010) for a few
reasons. First, we perform a first-pinciple calculation of the non-

linear coupling following Weinberg et al. (2012) and find that the
coupling strength is greater than the estimation of Hinderer et al.
(2010) (see later in Table 1). Also, Hinderer et al. (2010) ignored
the non-linear part of the tidally-induced NS mass quadrupole 𝑄𝑖 𝑗

ns
[see Eq. (C1)] and therefore did not account for the non-linear tidal
driving [i.e., the term∝ 𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 in Eq. (2)]. Lastly, the finite-frequency
correction to the f-mode was underestimated in Hinderer et al. (2010)
(though its significance was later realized in Hinderer et al. 2016;
Steinhoff et al. 2016). Our study finds that the major non-linear
hydrodynamic correction is in fact a shift to the f-mode’s frequency,
which strengthens the mode’s finite-frequency response [see Eq. (20)
and Fig. 3]. These reasons explain the difference between our result
and the estimate of Hinderer et al. (2010).
Before we proceed, we also note that the non-linear tide we inves-

tigate here is different from the non-linear pg-instability (Weinberg
et al. 2013; Venumadhav et al. 2014; Weinberg 2016; Essick et al.
2016; LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2019b). The pg-instability
describes the coupling between the tide and high-order pressure and
gravity modes and it modifies the orbital evolution by fluid dissipa-
tion. In contrast, our focus in this work will be on the interactions
among low-order modes as well as their non-linear couplings with
the tidal potential. The interaction is conservative when the GW
radiation is ignored.
In the rest of the paper, we will explain the details leading to

Fig. 1. In particular, we will first introduce the equations governing
the evolution of NS modes in Section 2. Approximate solutions of
the modes will be presented in Sections 2.1 and 2.2 at the linear and
non-linear orders, respectively. We will then describe the evolution
of the orbit in Section 3 including both tidal back reaction and radia-
tion reaction. This is followed by analytical solutions to the system’s
equilibrium configuration in Section 4. Lastly, we conclude and dis-
cuss our results in Section 5. The appendices contain a section with
a simple intuitive explanation of non-linear corrections to the tide
(Appendix A), as well as important technical details relevant to the
calculations (Appendices B-D). Throughout the paper, we will use
geometrical units with 𝐺 = 𝑐 = 1.

2 DYNAMICS OF THE MODES

In this Section,we study themotion of perturbed fluid in aNS in terms
of the NS’s eigenmodes. We derive a set of differential equations
governing the amplitude of each mode, that include leading-order
non-linear interactions corresponding to three-mode and four-mode
couplings. This set of equations can be integrated numerically or
solved analyticallywith approximations (Sections 2.1 and 2.2).When
combined with the equations governing the orbit (Section 3), we can
obtain a complete description of the system.
Suppose 𝝃 is the Lagrangian displacement of a tidally perturbed

NS.We perform a phase space decomposition following Schenk et al.
(2002) as[
𝝃 (𝒙, 𝑡)
¤𝝃 (𝒙, 𝑡)

]
=

∑︁
𝑎

𝑐𝑎 (𝑡)
[

𝝃𝑎 (𝒙)
−𝑖𝜔𝑎𝝃𝑎 (𝒙)

]
, (1)

where a mode 𝑎 is labeled by two angular quantum numbers (𝑙𝑎 , 𝑚𝑎)
(for its angular pattern governed by the spherical harmonic 𝑌𝑙𝑎𝑚𝑎

),
one radial order 𝑛𝑎 (with 𝑛𝑎 = 0 for the f-mode and 𝑛𝑎 > 0 for
p-modes), and a sign of its eigenfrequencies (either positive or nega-
tive). Following Schenk et al. (2002), one can show that a mode with
(−𝜔𝑎 ,−𝑚𝑎) is the complex conjugate of the mode with (𝜔𝑎 , 𝑚𝑎).
When we discuss a mode in the subsequent text, we will restrict to the
positive-frequency one if we do not explicitly mention its sign. In our
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equations, on the other hand, the summations run over all the modes
including both signs of eigenfrequencies. We will add 𝜔𝑎 > 0 above
the summation symbol if we explicitly pair a mode and its complex
conjugate first and then restrict the summation over only half of the
modes.
Consider the leading order non-linear effect, the conservative part

of the amplitude equation of a mode 𝑎 is (Weinberg et al. 2012;
Venumadhav et al. 2014; Weinberg 2016)

¤𝑐𝑎 + 𝑖𝜔𝑎𝑐𝑎 = 𝑖𝜔𝑎 [𝑈𝑎

+
∑︁
𝑏,𝑙𝑚

𝑈∗
𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚

𝑐∗
𝑏
+

∑︁
𝑏𝑐

𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑐
∗
𝑏
𝑐∗𝑐 +

∑︁
𝑏𝑐𝑑

𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑𝑐
∗
𝑏
𝑐∗𝑐𝑐

∗
𝑑

 , (2)

where the left hand side describes a harmonic oscillator and the right
hand side various driving terms which will describe in detail shortly.
In principle, there will also be a four-mode counterpart to𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚, yet
we argue in Appendix B that it should be subdominant and would
not significantly modify the results obtained in this study. To obtain
the above equation, we normalize each mode so that

2𝜔2𝑎
∫
d3𝑥𝜌𝝃∗𝑎 · 𝝃𝑏 = 𝛿𝑎𝑏𝐸0, (3)

where 𝐸0 = 𝑀2/𝑅. Dissipation due to, e.g., Urca reactions is esti-
mated to be small (Arras & Weinberg 2019; Alford et al. 2021) and
hence ignored in our analysis (but see Section 3 and Appendix C
for the damping due to GW radiation). In particular, the term 𝑈𝑎

describes the linear tidal driving and is given by

𝑈𝑎 =
𝑀 ′

𝑀
𝑊𝑙𝑎𝑚𝑎

𝐼𝑎𝑙𝑚

(
𝑅

𝑟

)𝑙𝑎+1
𝑒−𝑖𝑚𝑎𝜙 = 𝑉𝑎𝑒

−𝑖𝑚𝑎𝜙 , (4)

where 𝑟 and 𝜙 are respectively the orbital separation and phase, and
𝑊𝑙𝑚 = 4𝜋(2𝑙 + 1)−1𝑌𝑙𝑚 (𝜋/2, 0). For the 𝑙 = 2 tide, the non-zero
values of 𝑊𝑙𝑚 are 𝑊22 = 𝑊2−2 =

√︁
3𝜋/10 and 𝑊20 = −

√︁
𝜋/5. We

used for the spatial coupling 𝐼𝑎𝑙𝑚 = 𝐼𝑎𝛿𝑙𝑙𝑎 𝛿𝑚𝑚𝑎
, where 𝐼𝑎 is the

linear tidal coupling coefficient (also known as the tidal overlap),

𝐼𝑎 =
1

𝑀𝑅𝑙𝑎

∫
d3𝑥𝜌𝝃∗𝑎 · ∇(𝑟𝑙𝑎𝑌𝑙𝑎𝑚𝑎

). (5)

It is evaluated using eq. (A15) in Weinberg et al. (2012). Under the
adiabatic limit Ω ≡ ¤𝜙 � 𝜔𝑎 , 𝐼𝑎 of the 𝑙𝑎 = 2 f-mode is related to
the Love number 𝑘2 by (Appendix C; see also, e.g., Andersson &
Pnigouras 2020; Passamonti et al. 2022)

𝑘2 '
4𝜋
5
𝐼2𝑎 . (6)

wherewe ignore othermodes’ contributions to the Love number since
they are negligible for a NS. The 𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 term is due to non-linear
tidal driving. We write

𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 =
𝑀 ′

𝑀
𝑊𝑙𝑚𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚

(
𝑅

𝑟

)𝑙+1
𝑒−𝑖𝑚𝜙 = 𝑉𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚𝑒

−𝑖𝑚𝜙 (7)

where the coefficient 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 is defined as

𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 =
1

𝑀𝑅𝑙

∫
d3𝑥𝜌𝝃𝑎 ·

(
𝝃𝑏 · ∇

)
∇(𝑟𝑙𝑌𝑙𝑚), (8)

and we compute it numerically according to eq. (A23) of Wein-
berg et al. (2012). The 𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 term describes the coupling between
three eigenmodes of the star and it is computed according to eqs.
(A55)-(A62) of Weinberg et al. (2012). Lastly, the 𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 term de-
scribes the four-mode coupling and its computation is described by
appendix C in Weinberg (2016). For f-modes, the perturbed gravity
is significant and the Cowling approximation (Cowling 1941) should

not be adopted. We derive in Appendix D the additional contribu-
tions to 𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 due to terms involving perturbed gravity. We find they
can modify the results of Weinberg (2016) made under the Cowling
approximation by 70% for f-modes.
We present numerical values for key coupling coefficients in Ta-

ble 1.1 In our study, we assume the background NS is described by
a 𝑃 ∝ 𝜌Γ polytrope with Γ = 2. We set its mass to 𝑀 = 1.3𝑀� and
radius to 𝑅 = 12 km, corresponding to a compactness 𝑀/𝑅 = 0.16.
Other natural units of this model are 𝐸0 = 3.7 × 1053 erg and
𝜔0/2𝜋 = 1.6 × 103 Hz where 𝜔20 ≡ 𝑀/𝑅3. The modes are com-
puted using the stellar oscillation code GYRE (Townsend & Teitler
2013; Townsend et al. 2018). We further assume the background
NS is non-spinning, neutrally stratified (with the Brunt-Väisälä fre-
quencyN = 0, i.e., no g-modes in our model), and under Newtonian
hydrostatic equilibrium. While we include the quadrupole GW ra-
diation, other GR effects will be ignored in the current study for
simplicity.
For future convenience, we introduce 𝐶𝑎 = 𝑐𝑎 exp[𝑖𝑚𝑎𝜙]. Prior

to resonance, 𝑐𝑎 oscillates at the same rate as the driving potential at
𝑚𝑎Ω, where Ω = 𝜋 𝑓gw with 𝑓gw the GW frequency. Thus by using
𝐶𝑎 , we factor out the fast-oscillating part of 𝑐𝑎 and the remaining
temporal changes are due to the GW-driven orbital decay only.
In our numerical calculations, we include the 𝑙 = 2, 𝑚 = 0,±2 f-

modes which dominate the linear tidal responses. The p-modes have
little contribution to the result because of their small overlap with the
tidal potential (Table 1 compares the f-mode and the 𝑛𝑎 = 1 p-mode).
When computing the non-linear tidal driving𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚, we focus on the
contributions from 𝑙 = 2. We further include the first 𝑙 = 0 (radial)
mode and the 𝑙 = 4, 𝑚 = 0,±2,±4 f-modes which can couple with
a pair of 𝑙 = 2 f-modes via the three-mode coupling channel. They
are critical in determining the anharmonic frequency shift of an
(𝑙, 𝑚) = (2, 2) free oscillator (Yu et al. 2021, 2022) together with the
four-mode couplings among the 𝑙 = 2modes. Yet as wewill see in the
later discussions, because the 𝑙 = 2modes are continuously forced by
the tidal potential (thus not freely oscillating) in our case, the leading-
order non-linear correction comes from their mutual couplings and
the anharmonic effect of a free oscillator is small. An 𝑙 = 3, |𝑚 | =
1 or 3 mode with𝑊3𝑚 ≠ 0 cannot couple with a pair of 𝑙 = 2 modes
as it violates the angular selection rule (Weinberg et al. 2012) and
therefore does not contribute to the non-linear tide at the leading
order. Since the linear 𝑙 = 3 tide has been well studied (Hinderer
et al. 2016), we ignore it here for simplicity.

2.1 Linear solution

Let 𝑏𝑎 be the solution of the linear problem and define
𝐵𝑎=𝑏𝑎 exp[𝑖𝑚𝑎𝜙]. By Eq. (2), the equation for 𝐵𝑎 is given by
¤𝐵𝑎 + 𝑖(𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω)𝐵𝑎 = 𝑖𝜔𝑎𝑉𝑎 . (9)

Since 𝐵𝑎 varies slowly in time prior to resonance (i.e., when 𝑚𝑎Ω <

𝜔𝑎), we can obtain a zeroth order solution by ignoring the ¤𝐵𝑎 term,
which leads to

𝐵
(0)
𝑎 =

𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω
𝑉𝑎 . (10)

1 Note that when normalizing the eigenfunction of each mode by a constant,
we have a freedom in choosing the sign. Changing the sign convention will
change the signs of 𝐼𝑎 and 𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 , yet the physical results (see, e.g., Section 2.2
below) will not be affected because they depends on the product 𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 𝐼𝑎 .
When 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 appears alone, it will be due to a mode coupling with its
complex conjugate, so it is not affected by the choice of the normalization
sign, either.
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Table 1. Coupling coefficients of the Γ = 2 polytrope model assumed in our
study. The 𝑙 = 2 f-modes in our model have 𝜔𝑎 = 1.2𝜔0 ' 1.95 × 103 Hz.

Quantity (𝑙𝑎 , 𝑚𝑎) 𝑛𝑎 Value

𝐼𝑎 (2, ±2 or 0) 0 0.32
(2, ±2 or 0) 1 −5.5 × 10−3

𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 (2,+2), (2,-2), (2,0) 0, 0, tide -0.21(=𝐽2)
(2,0), (2,0), (2,0) 0, 0, tide 0.21(=𝐽0)
(2,+2), (2,-2), (2,0) 0, 1, tide 1.2 × 10−3

𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 (2,+2), (2,-2), (2, 0) 0, 0, 0 -0.45(=𝜅2)
(2, 0), (2, 0), (2, 0) 0, 0, 0 0.45(=𝜅0)
(2,+2), (2,-2), (2, 0) 0, 0, 1 -0.04
(2,+2), (2,+2), (4,-4) 0, 0, 0 0.19
(2,+2), (2,-2), (4, 0) 0, 0, 0 0.02
(2,+2), (2,-2), (0, 0) 0, 0, 1 0.88
(2, 0), (2, 0), (4, 0) 0, 0, 0 0.13
(2, 0), (2, 0), (0, 0) 0, 0, 1 0.88

𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 (2,+2), (2,+2), (2,-2), (2,-2) 0,0,0,0 -1.75(=𝜂22)
(2,+2), (2,-2), (2, 0), (2, 0) 0,0,0,0 -0.89(=𝜂20)
(2, 0), (2, 0), (2, 0), (2, 0) 0,0,0,0 -0.89

The zeroth order solution is then plugged back into Eq. (9) to obtain
the first order correction 𝐵 (1)

𝑎 . Again dropping the ¤𝐵 (1)
𝑎 term, we

have

𝐵
(1)
𝑎 =

𝑖

(𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω)
¤𝐵 (0)
𝑎

=
𝑖𝜔𝑎

(𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω)2

[
2
3
(𝑙 + 1) + 𝑚𝑎Ω

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω

] ¤Ω
Ω
𝑉𝑎 . (11)

The solution of 𝐵𝑎 is thus obtained as 𝐵𝑎 = 𝐵
(0)
𝑎 + 𝐵 (1)

𝑎 + ....

2.2 Including non-linear effects

We now consider a system including the leading-order non-linear
corrections. In this subsection, we will let mode (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) respectively
have (𝑙𝑎 , 𝑚𝑎) = (2, 2), (𝑙𝑏 , 𝑚𝑏) = (2,−2), and (𝑙𝑐 , 𝑚𝑐) = (2, 0). In
other words, we let mode 𝑎 (𝑏) be the prograde (retrograde) mode
specifically in this section. We consider their mutual couplings as
well as the coupling with the 𝑙 = 2 tidal potential (via the 𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚

term). This set of interactions covers all the non-linear corrections to
the linear mode amplitude formally at the (𝑅/𝑟)3 order. To make the
problem explicit, we write out all the allowed couplings

¤𝐶𝑎 + 𝑖(𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω)𝐶𝑎 = 𝑖𝜔𝑎 [𝑉𝑎 +𝑉𝑎𝑎∗20𝐶𝑎

+𝑉𝑎𝑏20𝐶∗
𝑏
+𝑉𝑎𝑐2−2𝐶∗

𝑐 +𝑉𝑎𝑐∗2−2𝐶𝑐

+2𝜅𝑎𝑎∗𝑐𝐶𝑎𝐶
∗
𝑐 + 2𝜅𝑎𝑎∗𝑐∗𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑐

+2𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐𝐶∗
𝑏
𝐶∗
𝑐 + 2𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐∗𝐶∗

𝑏
𝐶𝑐], (12)

¤𝐶𝑏 + 𝑖(𝜔𝑏 − 𝑚𝑏Ω)𝐶𝑏 = 𝑖𝜔𝑏 [𝑉𝑏 +𝑉𝑎𝑏20𝐶∗
𝑎

+𝑉𝑏𝑏∗20𝐶𝑏 +𝑉𝑏𝑐22𝐶∗
𝑐 +𝑉𝑏𝑐∗22𝐶𝑐

+2𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐𝐶∗
𝑎𝐶

∗
𝑐 + 2𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐∗𝐶∗

𝑎𝐶𝑐

+2𝜅𝑏𝑏∗𝑐𝐶𝑏𝐶
∗
𝑐 + 2𝜅𝑏𝑏∗𝑐∗𝐶𝑏𝐶𝑐], (13)

¤𝐶𝑐 + 𝑖𝜔𝑐𝐶𝑐 = 𝑖𝜔𝑐 [𝑉𝑐 +𝑉𝑎𝑐2−2𝐶∗
𝑎 +𝑉𝑎∗𝑐22𝐶𝑎

+𝑉𝑏𝑐22𝐶∗
𝑏
+𝑉𝑏∗𝑐2−2𝐶𝑏 +𝑉𝑐𝑐∗20𝐶𝑐 +𝑉𝑐𝑐20𝐶∗

𝑐

+2𝜅𝑎𝑎∗𝑐𝐶𝑎𝐶
∗
𝑎 + 2𝜅𝑏𝑏∗𝑐𝐶𝑏𝐶

∗
𝑏

+2𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐𝐶∗
𝑎𝐶

∗
𝑏
+ 2𝜅𝑎∗𝑏∗𝑐𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏

+𝜅𝑐𝑐𝑐𝐶∗
𝑐𝐶

∗
𝑐 + 𝜅𝑐𝑐∗𝑐∗𝐶𝑐𝐶𝑐 + 2𝜅𝑐𝑐𝑐∗𝐶𝑐𝐶

∗
𝑐] . (14)

Furthermore, we note that both 𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 and 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 are symmetric with
respect to permutations of the mode indices. Moreover, the 𝑙 = 2
modes have the same eigenfrequency (𝜔𝑎 = 𝜔𝑏 = 𝜔𝑐 > 0) and
the same reduced eigenfunction (after separating out the angular part
described by each mode’s specific spherical harmonic). We thus have

𝑉𝑎 = 𝑉𝑏 = 𝑉2, 𝑉𝑐 = 𝑉0;
𝑉𝑎𝑎∗20 = similar terms = 𝑉20;
𝑉𝑎𝑐2−2 = similar terms = 𝑉22;
𝑉𝑐𝑐20 = similar terms = 𝑉00;
𝐽𝑎𝑏20 = 𝐽𝑎𝑐2−2 = similar terms = 𝐽2;
𝐽𝑐𝑐20 = similar terms = 𝐽0;
𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 = similar terms = 𝜅2;
𝜅𝑐𝑐𝑐 = similar terms = 𝜅0.

Numerically, we see from Table 1 that

𝐽2 = −𝐽0 = −0.21 and 𝜅2 = −𝜅0 = −0.45. (15)

The difference between 𝐽2 and 𝐽0 (and similarly between 𝜅2 and
𝜅0) is purely due to the angular overlap. Therefore, 𝐽2 = −𝐽0 and
𝜅2 = −𝜅0 hold independent of the choice of EoS.
The non-linear terms in, e.g., the right hand side of Eq. (12) have

two effects. The terms containing 𝐶𝑎 correspond to an effective shift
of the mode’s eigenfrequency𝜔𝑎 while terms that are independent of
𝐶𝑎 modify the driving potential. Using the linear solutions obtained
in Section 2.1, we can define the leading-order frequency shift2

Δ𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎
= −𝑉20 − 4𝜅2Re [𝐵𝑐] ,

=

√︂
𝜋

5
(𝐽2 + 4𝜅2𝐼𝑎) 𝑅3

𝑀 ′

𝑀

Ω2

𝑀t
, (16)

where 𝑀t = 𝑀 ′ + 𝑀 . Note Δ𝜔𝑎/𝜔𝑎 < 0 (Table 1). The origin
of this frequency shift and its sign can be understood with a toy
model described in Appendix A. Meanwhile, the modifications of

2 Note the partial cancellation between 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 and 2𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 𝐼𝑐 described in
section 5.2 of Weinberg et al. (2012) is not significant in our case. The partial
cancellation arises when using method 2 in section 2.1.2 of Weinberg et al.
(2012), or considering the linear tide coupling with two eigenmodes. In this
description, the inhomogeneous piece of the linear tide will lead to an extra
piece in the three-mode coupling that cancels the contribution to 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 from
the horizontal mode displacements [the term containing 𝑎ℎ𝑏ℎ in eq. (A23) of
Weinberg et al. (2012)]. This cancellation is significant when considering the
coupling with high-order g-modes whose displacements are predominantly
horizontal but less significant for the coupling with f-modes whose motions
are mainly radial. Moreover, we adopt method 1 in section 2.1.1 of Weinberg
et al. (2012) and describe the tide in terms of eigenmodes. This avoids the
inhomogeneous piece in the coupling coefficient yet we will be subject to
truncation errors due to ignoring high-order ( |𝑛𝑎 | ≥ 1) modes. Nevertheless,
from Table 1 we see that 𝐼𝑎 , 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚, and 𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐 are all strongly dominated
by the f-modes (one or two orders of magnitudes above the values involving
p-modes). The g-modes, when present, also have small contributions to the
tidal response (see, e.g., Lai 1994). Consequently, the truncation error due to
ignoring high-order modes is expected to be small.
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Non-linear tides in BNS 5

the driving forces are

Δ𝑉𝑎 = 𝑉20𝐵
∗
𝑏
+ 2𝑉22Re[𝐵𝑐] + 4𝜅2Re[𝐵𝑐]𝐵∗𝑏 ,

' −𝜋
5

√︂
3
2

[
2𝐽2𝐼𝑎 + 𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 + 2Ω (𝐽2 + 4𝜅2𝐼𝑎) 𝐼𝑎
]
𝑅6
𝑀 ′2

𝑀2
Ω4

𝑀2t
,

(17)

Δ𝑉𝑏 = 𝑉20𝐵
∗
𝑎 + 2𝑉22Re[𝐵𝑐] + 4𝜅2Re[𝐵𝑐]𝐵∗𝑎 ,

' −𝜋
5

√︂
3
2

[
2𝐽2𝐼𝑎 + 𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 2Ω (𝐽2 + 4𝜅2𝐼𝑎) 𝐼𝑎
]
𝑅6
𝑀 ′2

𝑀2
Ω4

𝑀2t
,

(18)

Δ𝑉𝑐 = 2Re [𝑉22𝐵𝑎 +𝑉22𝐵𝑏 +𝑉00𝐵𝑐+

+ 𝜅2 |𝐵𝑎 |2 + 𝜅2 |𝐵𝑏 |2 + 2𝜅2𝐵𝑎𝐵𝑏 + 2𝜅0 |𝐵𝑐 |2
]

' 2
[
3𝜋
10

2𝜔2𝑎
𝜔2𝑎 − 4Ω2

𝐼𝑎

(
𝐽2 +

2𝜔2𝑎
𝜔2𝑎 − 4Ω2

𝜅2𝐼𝑎

)
+𝜋
5
𝐼𝑎 (𝐽0 + 2𝜅0𝐼𝑎)

]
𝑅6
𝑀 ′2

𝑀2
Ω4

𝑀2t
. (19)

We can thus obtain the amplitude of each mode as

𝐶𝑎,𝑏 =
𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 + Δ𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎,𝑏Ω

(
𝑉2 + Δ𝑉𝑎,𝑏

)
, (20)

𝐶𝑐 = 𝑉0 + Δ𝑉𝑐 , (21)

with the linear potentials given by

𝑉2(or 0) = 𝑊22(or 20)
𝑀 ′

𝑀
𝐼𝑎𝑅

3Ω
2

𝑀𝑡
. (22)

In the equations above,we have used the point-particle (PP)Keplerian
orbit to replace 𝑟3 by 𝑀t/Ω2. As we will see in Section 4, the errors
introduced by using the Keplerian orbit are of higher order than
the leading-order non-linear tide we consider here and can thus be
dropped.
The above equations show that to get the leading-order non-linear

corrections due to hydrodynamics, we only need to compute two
additional EoS-dependent coupling coefficients, 𝜅2 and 𝐽2 [see the
discussion belowEq. (15)],which describe, respectively, the coupling
between three f-modes and the coupling between two f-modes and the
tidal driving potential. They can be determined from an isolated NS,
similar to the determination of 𝐼𝑎 (or effectively, the Love number
𝑘2). Once the coupling coefficients are known, we can then express
the mode amplitude in terms of the orbital frequency Ω, allowing
them to be easily evaluated with algebraic relations only.
Fig. 2 shows that the analytical approximation computed using

Eqs. (16) to (21) is in good agreement with the full numerical so-
lution to the differential equations [Eq. (2) coupled to Eqs. (25) and
(26)] up to the merger defined as where the NS’s perturbed surface
would contact the companion (𝑟 ' 2.3𝑅 or 𝑓gw ' 1250Hz). The
simple expressions we obtained under only one iteration of pertur-
bation holding well is a consequence of the fact that the next-order
perturbation from the three-mode terms cancels partially with the
four-mode couplings included in Eq. (2). Without this cancellation,
the system would evolve into an unphysical amplitude instability as
described in appendix D of Wu (1998). We will illustrate this point
further in Appendix B.
It is interesting to note that the fractional correction to the mode

amplitude,
𝐶𝑎

𝐵𝑎
− 1 ' − Δ𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω
+ Δ𝑉𝑎

𝑉𝑎
, (23)

is greater than (𝑅/𝑟)3 ∝ 𝑓 2gw because of the finite frequency response
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Figure 2. Top: energy of each mode in units of 𝐸0 as a function of the
GW frequency. Bottom: fractional corrections to the mode amplitude due
to non-linear effects. The analytical approximation (red curves) obtained
from Eqs. (16)-(21) shows good agreement with the numerical solution (gray
curves).
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Figure 3. Comparison of different non-linear corrections to the mode ampli-
tude [Eq. (23)]. For the 𝑙𝑎 = 𝑚𝑎 = 2, the dominant correction near the merger
comes from the non-linear frequency shift Δ𝜔𝑎 . As the frequency is lowered
by non-linear interactions, the finite-frequency response of the mode is am-
plified, allowing the non-linear correction to be greater than (𝑅/𝑟 )3 ∝ 𝑓 2gw.

of the modes. This is illustrated in Fig. 3. For the |𝑚 | = 2 modes
(i.e. 𝑎 and 𝑏), the main non-linear correction is the shift of the
mode frequency towards lower values [gray curve in Fig. 3; see also
Eq. (16) and Table (1), as well as the toy model in Appendix A].
The finite-frequency effect makes it greater than the correction to the
driving potential ∝ Δ𝑉𝑎/𝑉𝑎 (olive curve) near the merger. Since we
will need to sum over modes to get the physical tidal correction [see,
e.g., Eq. (39)], it is also convenient to write the correction to the sum

MNRAS 000, 1–20 (2022)



6 H. Yu et al.

of the |𝑚 | = 2 modes as (focusing on the Δ𝜔𝑎 term)

𝐶𝑎 + 𝐶𝑏

𝐵𝑎 + 𝐵𝑏
− 1 ' −2𝜔2𝑎

𝜔2𝑎 − 4Ω2
Δ𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎
. (24)

For mode 𝑐, the correction is also amplified by the finite frequency
response as Δ𝑉𝑐 contains terms like 𝐵𝑎 + 𝐵𝑏 and |𝐵𝑎 |2 + |𝐵𝑏 |2. See
Eq. (19).
We note that the frequency shift, Eq. (16) is different from the

standard anharmonic behavior of a free oscillatorwhere the frequency
shift is proportional to the energy the mode (or ∝ 𝑓 4gw in the adiabatic
limit; Landau & Lifshitz 1982; Kumar et al. 1994; Yu et al. 2021).
The anharmonicity originates from the oscillating mode deforming
the background star (Lai 1996), which then creates a frequency shift
of the mode. In contrast, in Eq. (16) the frequency shift goes as
the amplitude (of a different mode) instead of the energy because
of the continuous tidal forcing, and its origin can be understood
from an intuitive toy model we present in Appendix A. While in
our case we find the anharmonic effect to be subdominant, it could
nonetheless be significant if the 𝑙 = 𝑚 = 2 f-mode has a significantly
greater amplitude than the other 𝑙 = 2 f-modes due to, e.g., a strong
resonance with the orbit. The resonant excitation of the 𝑚 = 2 mode
could be possible if the NS is rapidly spinning (Ma et al. 2020;
Steinhoff et al. 2021) or if the orbit is eccentric (Chirenti et al. 2017;
Parisi & Sturani 2018; Yang et al. 2018; Yang 2019; Vick & Lai
2019; Wang & Lai 2020). Thus we also demonstrate the appearance
of the standard anharmonic frequency shift in the modal picture we
adopt in this study in Appendix B.

3 DYNAMICS OF THE ORBIT

Having described the evolution of the eigenmodes in the previous
section, we now turn to the dynamics of the orbit including the
effects due to tidal back-reactions and GW radiation.
The orbital evolution can be computed by (see, e.g., Flanagan &

Racine 2007)

¥𝑟 − 𝑟 ¤𝜙2 + (𝑀 + 𝑀 ′)
𝑟2

= 𝑔𝑟 , (25)

𝑟 ¥𝜙 + 2 ¤𝑟 ¤𝜙 = 𝑔𝜙 , (26)

where 𝑔𝑟 = 𝑔
(tide)
𝑟 + 𝑔 (gw)𝑟 describes the radial acceleration acting

on the orbit. It contains a conservative part due to the tidal back-
reaction, 𝑔 (tide)𝑟 and a dissipative part due to GW radiation, 𝑔 (gw)𝑟 .
The tangential part, 𝑔𝜙 , can be decomposed in a similar way.
To derive the tidal back-reactions, we start from the interaction

Hamiltonian given by (Weinberg et al. 2012; Yu et al. 2020)

𝐻int = −𝐸0
∑︁
𝑙𝑚

[
𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎

(𝑈𝑎𝑐
∗
𝑎 +𝑈∗

𝑎𝑐𝑎)

+1
2

𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎𝑏

(𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑎𝑐𝑏 +𝑈∗
𝑎𝑏
𝑐∗𝑎𝑐

∗
𝑏
)
]
. (27)

Note that we explicitly write out mode 𝑎 and its complex conjugate
𝑎∗, so the summation runs over onlymodes with positive frequencies.
In the non-linear tide term, the summation of mode 𝑏 still runs over
both signs of frequency.
From the Hamiltonian, we can derive the radial and tangential

acceleration exerted by the mode on the orbit,

𝑔
(tide)
𝑟 = − 1

𝜇

𝜕𝐻int
𝜕𝑟

= −𝐸0
𝜇𝑟

×
∑︁
𝑙𝑚

(𝑙 + 1)
2

𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

Re
(
𝑈𝑎𝑐

∗
𝑎

)
+
𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

Re (𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑎𝑐𝑏)
 ,
(28)

𝑔
(tide)
𝜙

= − 1
𝜇𝑟

𝜕𝐻int
𝜕𝜙

=
𝐸0
𝜇𝑟

×
∑︁
𝑙𝑚

𝑚

2
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

Im
(
𝑈𝑎𝑐

∗
𝑎

)
+
𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

Im (𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑎𝑐𝑏)
 . (29)

The 𝑔 (gw)
𝑟 (,𝜙) terms describes the Burke-Throne dissipation and they

can be computed by (using tensor notations in a Cartesian coordinate
with Einstein summation; Poisson & Will 2014)

𝑔𝑖(gw) = −2
5
𝑟 𝑗
d5

d𝑡5
𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
tot , (30)

where 𝑟 𝑗 is the displacement vector of the orbit and 𝑄
〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
tot is the

total mass quadrupole of the system, 𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
tot = 𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
orb + 𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

ns . The
angular bracket denotes a symmetric, trace-free (STF) tensor. In other
words, 𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

tot is the linear sum of the orbital quadrupole, 𝑄
〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
orb =

𝜇𝑟𝑖𝑟 𝑗 − 𝜇𝑟2𝛿𝑖 𝑗/3, and the NS quadrupole 𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
ns (see Appendix C).

In the point-particle (PP) limit, the Burke-Throne terms are given
by (Flanagan & Racine 2007)

𝑔
(gw,pp)
𝑟 =

16𝑀𝑀 ′

5𝑟3
¤𝑟
[
¤𝑟2 + 6𝑟2 ¤𝜙2 + 4𝑀t

3𝑟

]
, (31)

𝑔
(gw,pp)
𝜙

=
8𝑀𝑀 ′

5𝑟2
¤𝜙
[
9 ¤𝑟2 − 6𝑟2 ¤𝜙2 + 2𝑀t

𝑟

]
. (32)

Note that ¤𝑟 � 𝑟 ¤𝜙, and consequently, 𝑔 (gw,pp)𝑟 � 𝑔
(gw,pp)
𝜙

.

Prior to resonance, the tidally induced quadrupole 𝑄𝑖 𝑗
ns oscillates

in phase with the orbit and accelerates the GW radiation (Lai et al.
1994a; Flanagan & Hinderer 2008; see also Appendix C for detailed
derivations). In particular, two additional terms need to be included
in 𝑔 (gw)

𝜙
. The first is due to 𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

ns , leading to

𝑔
(gw,ns)
𝜙

' −128
5

√︂
2𝜋
15
𝑀𝑅2𝑟Ω5

×
∑︁
𝑚=±2

©­«
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐼𝑎Re [𝐶𝑎] +
1
2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚Re [𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏]
ª®¬ .
(33)

Meanwhile, the tidal back reaction modifies the relation between 𝑟
and ¤𝜙 ≡ Ω [see later in Eq. (39)], causing a correction

𝑔
(gw,br)
𝜙

' −96
5
𝑀𝑀 ′

(
𝑅

𝑟

)2
Ω3

×
𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎

𝑊𝑙𝑎𝑚𝑎
𝐼𝑎Re[𝐶𝑎] +

©­«12
𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁

𝑏,𝑙𝑚

𝑊𝑙𝑚𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚Re[𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏]
ª®¬
 .

(34)

Note that its sum with the PP part leads to the intuitive result

𝑔
(gw,pp)
𝜙

+ 𝑔 (gw,br)
𝜙

= −32
5
𝜇𝑟3Ω5. (35)
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Similarly, the Burke-Throne dissipation would also act on the
mode. This modifies the dynamics of the mode as [cf. Eq. (2)]

¤𝑐𝑎 + 𝑖𝜔𝑎𝑐𝑎 = 𝑖𝜔𝑎 [𝑍𝑎 + (conservative terms)] , (36)

where

𝑍𝑎 ' 𝑖 2
15
𝑊22

𝑀 ′

𝑀t

(
𝑅

𝑟

)3
(𝑚𝑎𝑟Ω)5

(
𝐼𝑎 +

𝑚𝑏=0∑︁
𝑏

𝐽𝑎𝑏2−𝑚𝑎
𝑐∗
𝑏

)
𝑒−𝑖𝑚𝑎𝜙 ,

(37)

for the 𝑙𝑎 = |𝑚𝑎 | = 2 modes. The effect of 𝑍𝑎 can be ignored for
other modes at the order we are interested in. Note 𝑍𝑎 leads to an
imaginary part to 𝐶𝑎 , which then becomes a torque on the orbit
[Eq. (29)] and contributes to the orbital decay. See Appendix C for
more discussions.
We have now outlined all the components in the differential equa-

tions we solve numerically. As a brief summary, the quantities we
integrate are (𝑟, ¤𝑟, 𝜙, ¤𝜙=Ω, 𝐶𝑎) and they are governed by Eqs. (25)
and (26) for the orbital part and Eqs. (2) and (37) for the eigen-
modes. We start the numerical integration at 𝑓gw = Ω/𝜋 = 50Hz
with 𝜙 = 0. We set the initial values of 𝑟 using the PP Keplerian
orbit and ¤𝑟 by the PP GW decay. The modes are initialized with
their linear solution 𝐵 (0)

𝑎 (Section 2.1). Note that this choice of ini-
tial condition does not affect the results at 𝑓gw & 500Hz where the
tidal effects are significant. This is because all the tidal effects have a
sharp power-law dependence on 𝑓gw which we will see explicitly in
Section 4. We terminate our integration at 𝑟/𝑅 ' 2.3, corresponding
to 𝑟/2 ' 𝑅+𝜉𝑟 (𝑅) with 𝜉𝑟 (𝑅) the radial component of the perturbed
fluid evaluated at the surface of the NS and on the equator. In other
words, our integration terminates approximately when the two NSs
come into contact. In comparison, the innermost stable circular orbit
is located at a smaller separation of 𝑟 = 6(𝑀 + 𝑀 ′) ' 1.9𝑅.
Our main numerical result is shown in Fig. 1 where we compare

the tidal phase shift of the time-domain GW waveform with (gray
curve) and without (olive curve) the non-linear tide. We derive in the
next section the equilibrium configuration of the system which will
allow us analytically understand Fig. 1.

4 EQUILIBRIUM CONFIGURATION

The equilibrium configuration of the system can be obtained by as-
suming the GW decay is a slow process. Consequently, terms caused
by the GW decay can be dropped from the equation of motion. Our
goal is to derive 𝑟 , 𝐸 , and ¤𝐸 in terms of mode amplitude 𝐶𝑎 and
GW frequency (or equivalently, Ω). Since we derived the analytical
solutions to the mode amplitudes in Section 2.2, we have a complete
description of the orbit with algebraic expressions only.
First, the tidal interaction modifies the Keplerian orbit. We can

derive the relation between 𝑟 and Ω from Eq. (25). Ignoring the GW
decay and thus the ¥𝑟 term, we arrive at

𝑟3 =
𝑀t
Ω2

− 𝑟2𝑔 (tide)𝑟

Ω2
, (38)

as the modified Kepler’s law. We can write 𝑟 = 𝑟0 + Δ𝑟 with 𝑟30 =

𝑀t/Ω2, leading to

Δ𝑟

𝑟
' −1
3
𝑟2𝑔 (tide)𝑟

𝑀t
=
2
3

∑︁
𝑙𝑚

(𝑙 + 1)𝑊𝑙𝑚

(
𝑅

𝑟

)𝑙
× ©­«

𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐼𝑎Re[𝐶𝑎] +
1
2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚Re[𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏]
ª®¬ . (39)

10−6

10−4

10−2

∆
r/
r

6.0 4.0 3.0 2.5
r/R

100 300 500 103

fgw [Hz]

10−3

10−2

10−1

[ ∆
r/

∆
r(

li
n

)]
−

1

Numerical
Analytical
Corrections to Ca
∝ VabCaCb

Figure 4. Top: tidal modification of the PP Keplerian orbit, Δ𝑟/𝑟 , as a func-
tion of GW frequency. Bottom: fractional corrections to the linear theory’s
prediction on Δ𝑟 due to non-linear tide. The cyan-dotted curve shows the
contribution due to non-linear corrections to the mode amplitude𝐶𝑎 and the
brown-dotted curve shows the corrections due to the 𝑉𝑎𝑏𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏 term.

The linear correction is obtained by evaluating the right hand side of
Eq. (39) in terms of 𝑟0 and including the linear tide only in 𝐶𝑎 .

Δ𝑟 (lin)

𝑟
=
2
3
𝑀 ′

𝑀

𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎

(𝑙 + 1)𝑊2
𝑙𝑚
𝐼2𝑎𝑅

2𝑙+1𝑀−(2𝑙+1)/3
t

× 𝜔𝑎Ω
(4𝑙+2)/3

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω
. (40)

For 𝑙 = 𝑙𝑎 = 2 and in the adiabatic limit (Ω � 𝜔𝑎), this further
simplifies to (Lai et al. 1993, 1994a,b; Flanagan & Hinderer 2008;
Hinderer et al. 2010)

Δ𝑟 (lin)

𝑟
' 2𝑘2

𝑀 ′

𝑀
𝑀

−5/3
t 𝑅5Ω10/3, (41)

where we have used Eq. (6) for for love number 𝑘2.
We can also compute the epicyclic frequency 𝐾 of the sys-

tem (Choudhuri 2010) under the linear, adiabatic limit, which reads,

𝐾2 = 4Ω2 + 𝑟 𝑑Ω
2

𝑑𝑟
= Ω2

[
1 − 54𝑘2

𝑀 ′

𝑀

(
𝑅

𝑟

)6]
. (42)

For 𝑀 ′ ' 𝑀 and 𝑟 ' 2𝑅, we have 𝐾2 ' 0.8Ω2 > 0. Including
the dynamical response and the non-linear tide will modify 𝐾2 by
order unity and we still have 𝐾2 > 0. In other words, we do not
expect to see a tidally-induced plunge throughout the inspiral and the
quasi-circular approximation holds.
To compute the next-order corrections, we note that the first

non-linear correction to 𝐶𝑎 and the non-linear tide piece in 𝑔 (tide)𝑟

(∝ Re[𝑉𝑎𝑏𝑉𝑎𝑉𝑏]) will both give corrections to Δ𝑟/𝑟 at the order
(𝑅/𝑟)3

[
Δ𝑟 (lin)/𝑟

]
∝ (𝑅/𝑟)8. In comparison, errors due to lineariza-

tion of Eq. (39) and evaluating its right hand side at 𝑟0 instead of

𝑟0 + Δ𝑟 (lin) are both on the order O
[
Δ𝑟 (lin)/𝑟

]2
∝ (𝑅/𝑟)10. There-

fore, we can obtain the leading-order non-linear correction by includ-
ing the non-linear tide pieces in 𝐶𝑎 and 𝑔 (tide)𝑟 while dropping terms
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Figure 5. Similar to Fig. 4 but for tidally induced changes in the equilibrium
energy, Δ𝐸eq. In the bottom panel, we see the dominant non-linear effect
comes from the corrections to the mode amplitude 𝐶𝑎 while the energy in
the non-linear interaction (∝ Re [𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏𝐶𝑐 ]) is subdominant.

∝
[
Δ𝑟 (lin)/𝑟

]2
. This provides us with an analytical approximation

accurate to (𝑅/𝑟)8.
The result of the modification to the Keplerian 𝑟 − Ω relation is

shown in Fig. 4. In the top panel, we show the total correction toΔ𝑟/𝑟
including both linear and non-linear tides. The fractional correction
to the linear theory’s prediction due to the non-linear tide is presented
in the bottom panel. The gray curve is extracted from the numerical
solution to the differential equations described in Sections 2 and 3.
The analytical approximation (the red-dashed curve), obtained by
substituting the non-linear solution of 𝐶𝑎 given by Eq. (16)-(21) to
Eq. (39) and keeping the 𝑉𝑎𝑏 terms, agrees well with the numerical
result. At 𝑓gw & 1000Hz or (𝑟/𝑅) . 2.5, the non-linear tidemodifies
the linear result by more than 10%. The main effect is due to the non-
linear corrections to the mode amplitudes 𝐶𝑎 ,3 which is greater than
the contribution from the 𝑉𝑎𝑏 term by about a factor of 5.
To compute the total energy of the system Δ𝐸eq = Δ𝐸orb + 𝐸int +

𝐸mode, we also need to include the energy due to mode-orbit inter-
action [𝐸int = 𝐻int; see Eq. (27)] and the energy of modes

𝐸mode
𝐸0

=

𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎

|𝑐𝑎 |2 −
1
3

𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎𝑏𝑐

𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐
(
𝑐𝑎𝑐𝑏𝑐𝑐 + 𝑐∗𝑎𝑐∗𝑏𝑐

∗
𝑐

)
. (43)

The modified 𝑟 − Ω relation [Eq. (39)] modifies the energy of the
orbit. The kinetic energy of a quasi-circular orbit is given by

𝐸orb,k =
1
2
𝜇𝑟2 ¤𝜙2, (44)

and the potential energy

𝐸orb,p = −𝑀𝑀
′

𝑟
. (45)

3 Please note that in this section, the subscript 𝑎 stands for a mode in general
and does not correspond to the specific 𝑙 = 𝑚 = 2 mode we discussed in
Section 2.2.

It is a well-known result that 𝐸orb,k = −𝐸orb,p/2 = −𝐸orb. When
tide is present, however, we have

Δ𝐸orb,k
𝐸orb,k

= −
Δ𝐸orb,k
𝐸orb

= 2
Δ𝑟

𝑟
, (46)

Δ𝐸orb,p
𝐸orb,p

= 2
Δ𝐸orb,p
𝐸orb

= −Δ𝑟

𝑟
. (47)

Consequently,

Δ𝐸orb
𝐸orb

=
Δ𝐸orb,k + Δ𝐸orb,p

𝐸orb
= −4Δ𝑟

𝑟
. (48)

For 𝑙 = 2, we also have
𝐸int
𝐸orb

= 2
Δ𝑟

𝑟
= −1
2
Δ𝐸orb
𝐸orb

, (49)

allowing us to easily obtain the interaction energy.
At the linear order, we get

Δ𝐸eq
𝐸orb

= −2 𝑟
𝑅

𝑀

𝑀 ′

𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎

[
2Re

(
𝑉𝑎𝐶

∗
𝑎

)
+ |𝐶𝑎 |2

]
,

= −2𝑀
′

𝑀
𝑀

−5/3
t 𝑅5Ω10/3

×
𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎

𝑊2
𝑙𝑚
𝐼2𝑎

[
2
(

𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω

)
+

(
𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω

)2]
. (50)

In the adiabatic limit, this further reduces to
Δ𝐸eq
𝐸orb

= −6𝑘2
𝑀 ′

𝑀
𝑀

−5/3
t 𝑅5Ω10/3. (51)

As explained before, to obtain the next order corrections, we in-
clude the non-linear tide but drop (Δ𝐸eq/𝐸orb)2 ∼ (Δ𝑟/𝑟)2 terms.
Since we have shown the accuracy of our analytical results in Figs. 2
and 4, we show in Fig. 5 the change of the equilibrium energy using
the analytical results only. Similar to Fig. 4, we show in the top panel
of Fig. 5 the total correction to the equilibrium energy of the system
including both linear and non-linear tides, and in the bottom panel
the fractional correction to the linear theory’s prediction. We again
note a > 10% modification to the linear tide at 𝑓gw & 1000Hz and it
is mostly due to the non-linear correction to mode amplitudes.
The last piece we need is the energy flux ¤𝐸 = −〈𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

tot 𝑄
〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
tot 〉/5

(see, e.g., Poisson&Will 2014). It is enhanced by the tidal interaction
due to two main effects. The first one comes from the coupling
between the tidal and orbital quadrupoles which can be written as

Δ ¤𝐸ns−orb = −2
5

〈
𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
ns 𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
orb

〉
. (52)

This piece has the same origin as the dissipative accelerations due
to 𝑔 (gw,ns)

𝜙
and 𝑍𝑎 in the differential equations (Section 3). Using

techniques described in Appendix C, we find

Δ ¤𝐸ns−orb = − 4
15

∑︁
𝑚

𝑊2𝑚
〈
𝑄ns2𝑚𝑄

orb
2𝑚

∗〉
, (53)

where𝑄ns2𝑚 and𝑄
orb
2𝑚 are respectively the mass quadrupole of the NS

and the orbit with spherical degree (2, 𝑚) (see Appendix C).
When the GW decay is slow, we have

𝑄ns2𝑚 ' (−𝑖𝑚Ω)3𝑄ns2𝑚

=(−𝑖𝑚Ω)3𝑀𝑅2
[
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁

𝑎

𝐼𝑎𝐶𝑎 + 1
2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚𝐶
∗
𝑎𝐶

∗
𝑏

]
𝑒−𝑖𝑚𝜙 ,

(54)
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and

𝑄orb2𝑚
∗ ' (𝑖𝑚Ω)3𝑄orb2𝑚

∗
= (𝑖𝑚Ω)3𝜇𝑟2𝑒𝑖𝑚𝜙 . (55)

Thus

Δ ¤𝐸ns−orb = − 8
15
𝜇𝑀𝑅2𝑀2/3t Ω14/3

∑︁
𝑚=±2

𝑚6𝑊2𝑚

× ©­«
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐼𝑎Re [𝐶𝑎] +
1
2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚Re [𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏]
ª®¬ . (56)

Note the summation runs over positive-frequency modes for 𝑎 while
it runs over both signs of frequency for mode 𝑏 in the non-linear
term.
In the linear, adiabatic limit, the result reduces to (Lai et al. 1994a)

Δ ¤𝐸ns−orb
¤𝐸pp

= 4𝑘2
𝑀t
𝑀
𝑅5𝑀−5/3

t Ω10/3, (57)

where we have used

¤𝐸pp = −32
5
M10/3

𝑐 Ω10/3, (58)

for the PP GW radiation withM𝑐 = 𝜇3/5𝑀2/5t the chirp mass.
The second effect that enhances ¤𝐸 is the tide-modified 𝑟 − Ω

relation, which enhances the
〈
𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
orb 𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
orb

〉
term compared to the PP

case [corresponding to the 𝑔 (gw,br)
𝜙

term; Eq. (34)]. Since𝑄orb ∼ 𝑟2,
the correction to the energy flux due to modified 𝑟 −Ω relation given
by

Δ ¤𝐸𝑟−Ω
¤𝐸pp

= 4
Δ𝑟

𝑟
. (59)

The total enhancement of the energy loss is thus given by Δ ¤𝐸 =

Δ ¤𝐸ns−orb+Δ ¤𝐸𝑟−Ω. This ignores the contribution from 〈𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
ns 𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
ns 〉,

which is a higher-order correction than the non-linear tide we con-
sider in this study [see the discussion around Eq. (C33)].
We present in Fig. 6 the results of Δ ¤𝐸 . We note similar non-linear

corrections to Δ ¤𝐸 (lower panel) from the interaction between NS
and orbital quadurpoles [Eq. (56)] and from the modification to the
𝑟 − Ω relation [Eq. (59)]. In both effects, the non-linear correction
comes mainly from its correction to the mode amplitudes (𝐶𝑎 − 𝐵𝑎)
whereas the ∝ 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 term is subdominant.
From 𝐸eq and ¤𝐸 , we can get the phase of the GW signal as (Lai

et al. 1994b; Hinderer et al. 2010)
d𝜙gw
d 𝑓gw

= 2𝜋 𝑓gw
d𝐸/d 𝑓gw

¤𝐸
. (60)

Note that 𝜙gw = 2𝜙 is the phase of the time-domain waveform
expressed as a function of 𝑓gw. The phase shift due to the tidal effect
is
dΔ𝜙gw
d 𝑓gw

=
2𝜋 𝑓gw

¤𝐸

( dΔ𝐸eq
d 𝑓gw

−
d𝐸eq
d 𝑓gw

Δ ¤𝐸
¤𝐸

)
. (61)

As noted in the discussion below Eq. (41), the corrections due to the
second-order expansion [i.e., terms like

(
Δ𝐸eq/𝐸eq

)2] are smaller
than the non-linear tide we consider by a factor of (𝑅/𝑟)2 and are
thus ignored in the expression.
Our final result is presented in Fig. 7 (also in Fig. 1). In the

top panel, we show the total phase shift due to tidal effects in the
NS 𝑀 (while treating 𝑀 ′ as a point-particle). The olive curve is
the prediction assuming just the linear tide while the gray curve also
includes the non-linear tide. Both curves are obtained by numerically
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Figure 6. Similar to Fig. 4 but for the energy flux ¤𝐸 . In the bottom panel, we
show non-linear corrections to the energy flux from both the modifications of
the NS quadrapole (cyan and purple curves) and the non-linear 𝑟 −Ω relation
(fig. 4).
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Figure 7. GW phase shift as a function of GW frequency (bottom axis) and
orbital separation (top axis). The top panel is similar to Fig. (1). We further
include the analytical approximation from Eq. (61) in the red-dashed curve
and it agrees well with the numerical result in the gray curve. The contribution
to the phase shift from the modified equilibrium energy and the enhanced GW
radiaiton are shown in the cyan-dotted and brown-dotted lines. In the bottom
panel, we show the fraction correction to the phase shift predicted by linear
tide. The correction is greater than 10% at 𝑓gw & 1000Hz.
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solving the differential equations described in Sections 2 and 3. For
comparison, the red-dashed curve shows the analytical phase shift,
Eq. (61). We note a good agreement between the analytical and
numerical results. The effects due to the modified equilibrium energy
and the modified GW radiation are respectively shown in the cyan-
dotted and brown-dotted curves. The fractional correction to the
linear tidal phase shift is shown in the bottom panel.
For a Newtonian NS, non-linear tide could introduce an additional

2 rad of phase shift, corresponding to about 20% enhancement of the
tidal effect near the final merger. GR is likely to reduce the result
because the NS will be “softer” (harder to perturb). As we argue
in Section 5, after the GR correction, the excess phase shift due to
non-linear tide should be around 1 rad. This is consistent with the
discrepancy between the state-of-art theoretical models assuming
linear tides in GR and numerical relativity (Hinderer et al. 2016;
Steinhoff et al. 2021). Therefore, our result suggests that including
non-linear tidal interactions could explain the discrepancy and allow
the theoretical models to be accurate all the way to the final merger.

5 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we investigated tidal interactions in coalescing BNS
including leading-order non-linear corrections. We discussed the dy-
namics of the NS eigenmodes and the orbit in Sections 2 and 3,
respectively. Utilizing analytical approximations to the mode ampli-
tudes in Section 2.2, we derived algebraic solutions governing the
binary’s evolution track and the corresponding GW phase in Sec-
tion 4. For a Newtonian NS approximated by a Γ = 2 polytrope, we
found the non-linear tide could lead to an additional ∼ 2 rad phase
shift in the GWwaveform near the binary’s final merger.While this is
likely an overestimation of the non-linear effect because a Newtonian
NS is stiffer than its GR counterpart, our result suggests that the non-
linear tide is a critical component to be included in the waveform
modeling and it could improve the agreement between theoretical
models and numerical relativity, especially near the final merger.
Incorporating GR corrections is thus one of the major future steps

to obtain a robust theoretical estimate of the non-linear tide. In par-
ticular, there are two major GR effects to be considered and they act
in opposite directions. First, we note that the relativistic value of the
love number, 𝑘2 ∝ 𝐼2𝑎 , is smaller than its Newtonian counterpart by
a factor of 2-3 (Damour & Nagar 2009; Binnington & Poisson 2009;
Hinderer et al. 2010), reducing the linear tidal phase shift accord-
ingly. The phase shift induced by non-linear tidal corrections may
scale as 𝑘22 because the non-linear correction to the mode amplitude
is sourced by the square of the linear amplitude (assuming GR has
similar effects on the linear tidal overlaps and the non-linear coupling
coefficients). This could reduce the non-linear correction to the phase
by a factor of ∼ 5 − 10.
While GR reduces the spatial coupling, it nonetheless enhances the

finite-frequency effect by lowering the mode frequency 𝜔𝑎 . When
perturbing the same background model, the GR oscillation equa-
tions typically result in smaller eigenfrequencies than the Newtonian
result (Yu & Weinberg 2017b) due to the redshift of the NS itself
∝ 𝑀/𝑅. Moreover, the orbit will further redshift 𝜔𝑎 to a lower value
by a factor ∝ 𝑀t/𝑟 (∼ 20% near the merger; see, e.g., Steinhoff
et al. 2016, 2021). For |𝑚 | = 2 modes, lowering 𝜔𝑎 enhances the
finite-frequency response via of 𝜔𝑎/(𝜔𝑎 + Δ𝜔𝑎 −𝑚𝑎Ω) [Eq. (20)],
while for 𝑚 = 0, Δ𝑉𝑐 will be greater [Eq. (19)]. The non-linear
corrections to Δ𝑟/𝑟 (and similarly to Δ𝐸eq/𝐸eq and Δ ¤𝐸/ ¤𝐸) goes ap-
proximately as 𝜔2𝑎/(𝜔2𝑎 − 4Ω2). Reducing 𝜔𝑎 by 35% will amplify
𝜔2𝑎/(𝜔2𝑎 − 4Ω2) by about a factor of 2 when 𝑓gw = Ω/𝜋 = 1000Hz.

This partially compensates for the reduction of the phase shift due
to the reduced coupling strength. After considering both GR effects,
our estimation of the non-linear tide’s contribution to the phase shift
becomes |Δ𝜙gw | ' 1 rad (including contributions from both NSs)
near the merger.
Exploring the non-linear contribution to a wide range of EoSs

will be another important extension. The non-linear tide is likely
to exhibit a stronger dependence on the EoS than the linear tide
because it is sourced by the square of the linear tidal amplitude. It
could therefore strengthen the constraints on the NS EoS potentially,
though this remain to be shown by future studies. Along the same
line, it would be interesting to examine if a universal relation exists
between the non-linear coupling strength and other properties of the
NS (in analogy to the universal relation between the love number and
NS mass quadrapole; Yagi & Yunes 2013).
We assumed a non-spinning NS in our analysis. If the NS has a

retrograde spin relative to the orbit, the f-mode could be shifted to
a lower frequency due to both the Doppler effect and modifications
to the NS structure. If the spin rate is sufficiently high, the 𝑙𝑎 =

𝑚𝑎 = 2 f-mode could even be resonantly excited (Ho & Lai 1999;
Ma et al. 2020; Steinhoff et al. 2021). Alternatively, the f-mode
could be resonantly excited if the orbit has some residual eccentricity
when the binary enters the sensitivity band of a ground-based GW
detector (Chirenti et al. 2017; Parisi & Sturani 2018; Yang et al.
2018; Yang 2019; Vick & Lai 2019; Wang & Lai 2020). Since the
non-linear correction is amplified by the finite-frequency response of
the NS, we may thus expect the non-linear tide to play an even more
significant role in those systems. The standard anharmonic frequency
shift could also be significant since 𝑚 = 2 f-mode can have much
greater amplitude than other 𝑙 = 2 modes (see Appendix B). In
turn, as the non-linear frequency shift lowers the mode frequency, it
makes the resonance more likely, which enhances the overall tidal
signatures. Thus incorporating NS spin and orbital eccentricities are
also potentially interesting extensions to the current study.
Another simplification assumed in this work is that wemodeled the

fluid inside the NS as a normal fluid. In reality, we would expect the
NS to be cold and its core is likely in the superfluid state (Yakovlev
et al. 1999). Passamonti et al. (2022) showed that the correction due
to superfluidity is small for f-modes, and we thus expect our main
results to hold in realistic NSs. Nonetheless, a careful calculation
incorporating superfluidity would be worthwhile.
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ŷ

Figure A1. A toy model demonstrating the origin of the f-mode frequency shift. A test particle released in a hole through a star’s center will oscillate in the hole
as a harmonic oscillator with the same frequency as the f-mode (up to an order unity constant). On the left, the oscillation frequency of the test particle is reduced
by the tidal acceleration Δ𝑔′𝑥 from a companion of mass 𝑀 ′ [similar to Eq. (16)]. On the right, the oscillation frequency is reduced by the tidal deformation of
the background star caused by the f-modes, corresponding to the oscillator’s anharmonicity (Appendix B).

APPENDIX A: A TOY MODEL DEMONSTRATING THE f-MODE FREQUENCY SHIFTS

The frequency shift of the f-modes derived in Eq. (16) can be understood from a toy model illustrated in the left part of Fig. A1. Imagine we
drill a hole through the center of a uniform-density star in the equatorial plane where the 𝑙 = 2, |𝑚 | = 2 f-modes mainly reside. If we drop a
test particle into the hole (red dot in Fig. A1), the particle will oscillate inside the hole as a harmonic oscillator. When the particle is at 𝑥, it
feels an inward acceleration 𝑔 = 4𝜋𝜌𝑥/3, and its equation of motion is given by ¥𝑥 = −4𝜋𝜌𝑥/3 = −𝜔2𝑥. The oscillation frequency is therefore
𝜔 =

√︁
4𝜋𝜌/3, the same as the f-mode frequency up to an order unity constant. Indeed, both oscillations are similar in nature as they are both

characterized by the dynamical frequency of the star.
If now a companion of mass 𝑀 ′ is present in the equatorial plane and the separation vector is along the direction of the hole (in the 𝑥

direction), then 𝑀 ′ will produce a tidal acceleration Δ𝑔′𝑥 = 2
(
𝑀 ′/𝑟2

)
(𝑥/𝑟) in the opposite direction of 𝑔. In this case, the test particle still

behaves as a harmonic oscillator, though its equation of motion is now modified by Δ𝑔′𝑥 as

¥𝑥 = −(𝑔 − Δ𝑔′𝑥) = −4𝜋
3
𝜌

[
1 − 2

(
𝑀 ′

𝑀

) (
𝑅

𝑟

)3]
𝑥 = −𝜔2

(
1 + 2Δ𝜔𝑥

𝜔

)
𝑥. (A1)

If instead, the hole is perpendicular to the orbital vector but still in the equatorial plane (i.e., along the 𝑦 direction), then a test particle oscillating
in it experiences a tidal acceleration |Δ𝑔′𝑦 | =

(
𝑀 ′/𝑟2

)
(𝑦/𝑟) pointing towards the center of the star. In this case, the oscillation is increased

by Δ𝜔𝑦/𝜔𝑦 = (𝑀 ′/𝑀) (𝑅/𝑟)3/2 = −Δ𝜔𝑥/𝜔/2 due to 𝑀 ′. Since the 𝑙 = 2, |𝑚 | = 2 f-modes mainly oscillate in the equatorial plane, it
experiences a frequency shift that is approximately the mean of these two results,

Δ𝜔

𝜔
∼ 1
2
Δ𝜔𝑥 + Δ𝜔𝑦

𝜔
= −1
4
𝑀 ′

𝑀

(
𝑅

𝑟

)3
= −1
4
𝑀 ′

𝑀

Ω2

𝑀t
𝑅3 < 0. (A2)

Up to a constant of order unity, this agrees with the leading-order frequency shift of the 𝑓 -mode found in Section 2.2 and given by Eq. (16).
In other words, the presence of the companion’s tidal field reduces the eigenfrequency of the f-mode, thereby enhancing the finite frequency
response to the tidal drive.
If we further let the star to be deformed by the tide into an ellipsoid (with 𝑎𝑥 > 𝑅 and 𝑎𝑦 = 𝑎𝑧 < 𝑅; see the right part of Fig. A1), then

the gravitational acceleration 𝑔 should be replaced by 𝑔′′𝑥 = (1 − 2𝑒2/5)𝑔 along the 𝑥 direction, where 𝑒 =
√︃
𝑎2𝑥/𝑎2𝑧 − 1 ∝ 𝜉𝑟 (𝑅)/𝑅 ∝ |𝐶𝑎 | is

the eccentricity of the ellipsoid. The reduction of the inward gravitational acceleration will also cause a frequency shift of the test particle’s
oscillation (see, e.g., Poisson & Will 2014),

Δ𝜔𝑥

𝜔
=
1
2
𝑔′′𝑥 − 𝑔
𝑔

= −1
5
𝑒2 ∝ |𝐶𝑎 |2 ∝

(
𝑅

𝑟

)6
. (A3)

The oscillation frequency along the 𝑦 direction will increase since the gravitational acceleration along the 𝑦 direction is 𝑔′′𝑦 = (1 + 𝑒2/5)𝑔.
Nonetheless,Δ𝜔𝑦 = −Δ𝜔𝑥/2, and therefore, on average the 𝑙 = |𝑚 | = 2 f-modes will experience a negative frequency shiftΔ𝜔/𝜔 ∼ −1/𝑒2 < 0.
Such a frequency shift can also be understood from the fact that the tidal deformation tends to reduce the density of the star Lai (1996), hence
reducing the f-mode frequency ∝ √

𝜌. We note the frequency shift due to this effect is formally a higher-order correction than the shift induced
directly by the companion’s tidal acceleration in Eq. (A2). In fact, Eq. (A3) describes the anharmonicity of an oscillator. A detailed derivation
of the anharmonicity from the modal expansion analysis is presented in Appendix B below.

APPENDIX B: ANHARMONIC FREQUENCY SHIFT

We extend the analysis in Section 2.2 to demonstrate the appearance of the anharmonicity in the modal picture. We will also demonstrate the
significance of including four-mode coupling terms [terms ∝ 𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 in Eq. (2)] in solving the numerical equations.
We use the same convention adopted in Section 2.2 and use (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) to specifically denote 𝑙 = 2 modes with (𝑚𝑎 , 𝑚𝑏 , 𝑚𝑐) = (2,−2, 0).
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Since only the 𝑎 mode will experience the most significant dynamical tide effect near the merger when 2Ω . 𝜔𝑎 , we thus solve 𝐶𝑏 and 𝐶𝑐 in
terms of 𝐶𝑎 as well as their linear solutions 𝐵𝑏 and 𝐵𝑐 . We have

𝐶𝑏 ' 𝐵𝑏 + 𝜔

𝜔 + 2Ω (𝑉20 + 4𝜅2Re[𝐵𝑐]) 𝐶∗
𝑎 + Δ𝐶𝑏 , (B1)

𝐶𝑐 ' 𝐵𝑐 + 2𝜅2 |𝐶𝑎 |2 + 2𝑉22Re [𝐶𝑎] + 4𝜅2Re [𝐶𝑎𝐵𝑏] + Δ𝐶𝑐 , (B2)

where

Δ𝐶𝑏 ' 𝜔

𝜔 + 2Ω (𝑉20𝐵𝑏 + 4𝜅2Re [𝐵𝑐] 𝐵𝑏 + 2𝑉22Re [𝐵𝑐]) , (B3)

Δ𝐶𝑐 ' 2
(
𝑉22Re [𝐵𝑏] +𝑉00Re [𝐵𝑐] + 𝜅2 |𝐵𝑏 |2 + 𝜅0Re [𝐵𝑐𝐵𝑐] + 𝜅0 |𝐵𝑐 |2

)
. (B4)

Plugging 𝐶𝑏 and 𝐶𝑐 back to the equation of 𝐶𝑎 , we have

¤𝐶𝑎 + 𝑖(𝜔𝑎 + Δ𝜔
(3m)
𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎 ¤𝜙)𝐶𝑎 = 𝑖𝜔𝑎 [𝑉𝑎 + Δ𝑉

(3m)
𝑎 ], (B5)

where

Δ𝑉
(3m)
𝑎 =𝑉20𝐵

∗
𝑏
+ 2𝑉22Re[𝐵𝑐] + 4𝜅2𝐵∗𝑏Re[𝐵𝑐] + 4𝜅2 (𝑉22 + 2𝜅2𝐵

∗
𝑏
) |𝐶𝑎 |2

+ 4|𝑉22 + 2𝜅22𝐵𝑏 |2Re[𝐶𝑎] +𝑉20Δ𝐶∗
𝑏
+ 2𝑉22Re[Δ𝐶𝑐] + 4𝜅2𝐵∗𝑏Re[Δ𝐶𝑐] + 4𝜅2Re[𝐵𝑐]Δ𝐵∗𝑏 , (B6)

and(
Δ𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎

) (3m)
= − (𝑉20 + 4𝜅2Re[𝐵𝑐]) − 8𝜅22 |𝐶𝑎 |2

− 8𝜅2𝑉22Re[𝐶𝑎] − 16𝜅22 [𝐵𝑏𝐶𝑎] −
𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 + 2 ¤𝜙
(𝑉20 + 4𝜅2Re[𝐵𝑐])2 − 4𝜅2Re[Δ𝐶𝑐] . (B7)

As shown in Fig. 3, our focus will be on the frequency shift. In Eq. (B7), the first term is the result we quote in Eq. (16) as it formally
scales as (𝑅/𝑟)3 while the rest of the terms ∝ (𝑅/𝑟)6. Note that this term exists because the system is continuously forced by the tide and
|𝑉20 | ∼ |𝐶𝑐 | ∼ |𝐶𝑎 |.
On the other hand, we may have |𝐶𝑎 | � |𝑉20 | ∼ |𝐶𝑐 | if mode 𝑎 is resonantly excited due to, e.g., a rotating NS (Ma et al. 2020; Steinhoff et al.

2021) and/or orbital eccentricity (Yang 2019). In this limit, the −8𝜅22 |𝐶𝑎 |2 term may dominant the frequency shift. Since |𝐶𝑎 |2 corresponds
to the energy of mode 𝑎, we notice that it corresponds to the anharmonicity of a free oscillator (Landau & Lifshitz 1982). As discussed in Yu
et al. (2021), mode 𝑎 can couple to not only 𝑙 = 2 modes but also 𝑙 = 0 and 𝑙 = 4 ones. The total anharmonic frequency shift of mode 𝑎 due to
three-mode interaction can be written as(
Δ𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎

) (3m)
' − ©­«

𝑙𝑑=4∑︁
𝑑,𝑚𝑑=−4

2𝜔𝑑

4Ω + 𝜔𝑑
𝜅2
𝑎𝑎𝑑

+
𝑙𝑒=0,2,4∑︁
𝑒,𝑚𝑒=0

4𝜅2𝑎𝑎∗𝑒
ª®¬
��𝐶𝑎

��2. (B8)

We have dropped terms that do not scale as |𝐶𝑎 |2 since we have assumed mode 𝑎 is approximated by a free oscillator with its amplitude much
greater than other modes and the equilibrium tide.
Formally at the same order, four-mode coupling could also contribute to the anharmonic frequency shift.4 We only explicitly write out the

equation for 𝐶𝑎 .
¤𝐶𝑎 + 𝑖(𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎 ¤𝜙)𝐶𝑎 = (linear and three-mode terms) + 𝑖𝜔𝑎 (3𝜂𝑎𝑎𝑎∗𝑎∗ |𝐶𝑎 |2𝐶𝑎

+ 6𝜂𝑎𝑎𝑎∗𝑏 |𝐶𝑎 |2𝐶∗
𝑏
+ 3𝜂𝑎𝑎∗𝑎∗𝑏∗𝐶2𝑎𝐶𝑏 + 6𝜂𝑎𝑎∗𝑏𝑏∗𝐶𝑎 |𝐶𝑏 |2 + 3𝜂𝑎𝑎𝑏𝑏𝐶∗

𝑎 (𝐶∗
𝑏
)2

+ 6𝜂𝑎𝑎∗𝑐𝑐∗𝐶𝑎 |𝐶𝑐 |2 + 3𝜂𝑎𝑎∗𝑐𝑐𝐶𝑎 (𝐶∗
𝑐)2 + 3𝜂𝑎𝑎∗𝑐∗𝑐∗𝐶𝑎𝐶

2
𝑐

+ 3𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑏𝑏∗ |𝐶𝑏 |2𝐶𝑏 + 6𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑐∗𝐶𝑏 |𝐶𝑐 |2 + 3𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑐𝐶𝑏 (𝐶∗
𝑐)2 + 3𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐∗𝑐∗𝐶𝑏𝐶

2
𝑐). (B9)

By collecting terms ∝ 𝐶𝑎 on the right-hand side, we can read out directly the four-mode contributions to the anharmonic frequency shift.(
Δ𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎

) (4m)
' −3𝜂22 |𝐶𝑎 |2 − 3𝜂22𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏 − 6𝜂22 |𝐶𝑏 |2 − 12𝜂20 |𝐶𝑐 |2 ' −3𝜂22 |𝐶𝑎 |2, (B10)

where we have made the approximation that 𝐶𝑐 ' 𝐶∗
𝑐 and defined

𝜂22 = 𝜂𝑎𝑎𝑎∗𝑎∗ and similar terms,
𝜂20 = 𝜂𝑎𝑎∗𝑐𝑐∗ and similar terms.

Their values are in Table 1. In the second equality in Eq. (B10), we dropped terms that do not scale as |𝐶𝑎 |2 since the anharmonic effect could
be significant only if |𝐶𝑎 | � |𝐶𝑏,𝑐 |. This is also why we ignore the four-mode counterpart of the 𝑈𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 term as it does not contribute to
(Δ𝜔𝑎/𝜔𝑎) with terms ∝ |𝐶𝑎 |2.

4 In the original analysis of Yu et al. (2021) (and in Kumar et al. 1994), the four-mode contribution was ignored. Additionally, there was a numerical error that
overestimates the contribution of p-modes to the frequency shift. An erratum to Yu et al. (2021) is under preparation at the moment of preparing this work.
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Figure B1. Left: comparison of the non-linear frequency shift. The gray trace is the result from Eq. (16) which we use in the main text, while the olive curve is
due to the anharmonicity [the sum of terms ∝ |𝐶𝑎 |2 in Eqs. (B8) and (B10)]. Because the finite-frequency effect is moderate in non-rotating, Newtonian NSs,
the anharmonicity is small and can be ignored. Right: comparison of mode energy (of the 𝑙𝑎 = 𝑚𝑎 = 2 mode) and GW phase shift with (gray) and without
(purple) four-mode coupling terms. Near the final merger, the three-mode-only result in fact experiences an artificial run away. It thus indicates the significance
of incorporating four-mode couplings in the numerical integration.

Note that when Ω � |𝜔𝑑 |, the three-mode interaction always lowers the frequency 𝜔𝑎 [Eq. (B8)]. On the other hand, the four-mode
interaction increases𝜔𝑎 (as 𝜂22 < 0), making Δ𝜔𝑎 70% smaller than the value predicted using three-mode coupling only. Numerically, we find
Δ𝜔𝑎/𝜔𝑎 ' −2.7|𝐶𝑎 |2 using the coupling coefficients presented in Table 1. To arrive at these numbers, we note that the Cowling approximation
should not be assumed for f-modes as terms due to perturbed gravity could significantly modify the coupling coefficients. We thus extend
Weinberg (2016) and show explicitly in Appendix D the expressions for the perturbed gravity terms in 𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 .
In the left panel of Fig. B1, we compare the anharmonic frequency shift (i.e., frequency shift proportional to the energy of the mode) with

Eq. (16). Because 𝜔𝑎/(𝜔𝑎 − 2Ω) ' 2 when 𝑓gw = 1000Hz, we have |𝐶𝑎 | ∼ |𝐶𝑐 | and thus Eq. (16) dominates throughout the evolution. On
the other hand, it is possible for us to enter the regime where the anharmonicity becomes more significant if |𝐶𝑎 | is enhanced relative to other
modes due to NS rotation and/or orbital eccentricity (together with relativistic redshifts; see the discussion in Section 5). We defer to future
studies to explore this possibility.
Meanwhile, we also emphasize that the partial cancellation between the three-mode and four-mode coupling terms as illustrated in our

discussion on Δ𝜔𝑎/𝜔𝑎 [Eqs. (B8) and (B10)] is in fact a key reason why our analytical result could be accurate with just one iteration of
perturbative calculation (Section 2.2). In the right panel of Fig. B1, we compare the evolution of mode energy (top panel) and GW phase shift
(bottom panel) with and without four-mode coupling terms. In particular, we obtain the purple curve by setting 𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 to 0 when numerically
integrating the differential equations. Note that near the merger, the mode energy runs away unphysically. The reason is illustrated in appendix
D of Wu (1998) which we briefly recap below. Consider a toy model where the dynamics of a three-mode system could be describe by a
potential Ψ with

Ψ = 𝐸 (𝐴2 − 𝐴3), (B11)

where 𝐴 corresponds to mode amplitude and 𝐸 > 0 is a constant [cf. Eq. (43)]. For small oscillations with |𝐴| � 1, the motion is bound with
small corrections from the three-mode interaction. However, if 𝐴 � 2/3, the system could climb over the potential well and escape to 𝐴→ ∞,
as seen in the purple curves in Fig. B1. The four-mode interaction stabilizes the system by adding an 𝐴4 piece in the potential.

APPENDIX C: MASS QUADRUPOLE AND LOVE NUMBER

In this appendix, we present the relation between the mass quadrupole tensor and the quadrupole of a mode with angular quantum number
(𝑙𝑎 , 𝑚𝑎). This will make the connection between the tidal overlap 𝐼𝑎 and the love number 𝑘2 more transparent. It is also useful for deriving
the Burke-Thorne dissipation terms in the differential equations.
We first consider the mass quadrupole of the NS induced by the tide. Focusing on the quadrupole with spherical harmonic degree (𝑙, 𝑚) and
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using a Lagrangian picture with perturbed quantities denoted by the prime symbol, 𝒙′ = 𝒙 + 𝝃, we have

𝑄ns
𝑙𝑚

=

∫
d3𝑥′𝜌(𝑥′)𝑥′𝑙𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚
(𝜃 ′, 𝜙′) −

∫
d3𝑥𝜌(𝑥)𝑥𝑙𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚
(𝜃, 𝜙),

=

∫
d3𝑥𝜌(𝑥)

{
𝝃 · ∇

[
𝑥𝑙𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚
(𝜃, 𝜙)

]
+ 1
2
𝝃 · (𝝃 · ∇) ∇

[
𝑥𝑙𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚
(𝜃, 𝜙)

]}
,

=

(
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁

𝑎

𝐼𝑎𝑐𝑎 + 1
2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏+𝑚=0∑︁
𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚𝑐
∗
𝑎𝑐

∗
𝑏

)
𝑀𝑅𝑙 , (C1)

where in the second line we have used 𝜌(𝑥′)d3𝑥′ = 𝜌(𝑥)d3𝑥 for mass conservation and then expanded 𝑥𝑙𝑌∗
𝑙𝑚
around 𝒙 to second order in 𝝃.

Then in the third line, we have first expanded 𝝃 into eigenmodes and then used directly the definition of 𝐼𝑎 and 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚. Note that the first,
linear term selects out modes with (𝑙𝑎 , 𝑚𝑎) = (𝑙, 𝑚) and the second, non-linear term has contributions from modes with 𝑚𝑎 + 𝑚𝑏 + 𝑚 = 0,
𝑙𝑎 + 𝑙𝑏 + 𝑙 = even, and |𝑙𝑎 − 𝑙𝑏 | ≤ 𝑙 ≤ 𝑙𝑎 + 𝑙𝑏 .
To get the quadrupole in the Cartesian coordinate, we follow Poisson & Will (2014) and use the tensor spherical harmonic Y defined

through 𝑌𝑙𝑚 (𝜃, 𝜙) = Y 〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉
𝑙𝑚

∗
𝑛 〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉 (𝜃, 𝜙), where 𝑛 〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉 is a tensor formed by unit vectors 𝑛

𝑖 , with 𝒏 = [sin 𝜃 cos 𝜙, sin 𝜃 sin 𝜙, cos 𝜃]𝑇 .
The angular bracket denotes taking the STF part. Since the background geometry is Euclidean, we have 𝑛𝑖 = 𝑛𝑖 . This allows us to relate the
quadrupole evaluated for a particular spherical harmonic (which is directly obtained from our modal decomposition) to that in the Cartesian
coordinate (which is convenient for computing, e.g., the Burke-Thorne terms) as

𝑄
〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉
ns = 𝑁𝑙

∑︁
𝑚

Y 〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉
𝑙𝑚

∗
𝑄ns
𝑙𝑚

(C2)

where 𝑁𝑙 = 4𝜋𝑙!/(2𝑙 + 1)!!. Note further Y 〈𝑖𝑖 ...𝑖𝑙 〉
𝑙,−𝑚 = (−1)𝑚Y 〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉

𝑙𝑚

∗
. Restricting to 𝑙 = 2, we have

Y22 =
√︂
15
32𝜋


1 −𝑖 0
−𝑖 −1 0
0 0 0

 and Y20 =
√︂
5
16𝜋


−1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 2

 , (C3)

together with 𝑁2 = 8𝜋/15.
We are most interested in the 𝑙 = 2 quadrupole, which can be written as

𝑄
〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
ns
𝑀𝑅2

= 𝑁2
∑︁
𝑚

©­«
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

2Re
[
Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
2𝑚𝑎

∗
𝐼𝑎𝑐𝑎

]
+
𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

Re
[
Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
2𝑚

∗
𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚𝑐

∗
𝑎𝑐

∗
𝑏

]ª®¬ . (C4)

The first term describes the linear contribution from 𝑙𝑎 = 2 modes and the second piece corresponds to the non-linear correction (note that 𝑎
runs over only positive-frequency modes while 𝑏 runs over both signs of frequencies).
Eq. (C4) can be especially helpful for us to see the connection between the modal expansion used in our analysis and the Love number, 𝑘2,

which is commonly used by the GW community. Formally, 𝑘2 is defined by

𝑄ns𝑖 𝑗 = −2
3
𝑘2𝑅

5E𝑖 𝑗 , (C5)

where

E𝑖 𝑗 = −𝑀 ′𝜕𝑖 𝑗
1
𝑟

(C6)

is the tidal potential. We note (Poisson & Will 2014)

𝜕𝑖1...𝑖𝑙
1
𝑟
= 𝜕〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉

1
𝑟
= (−1)𝑙 (2𝑙 − 1)!!

𝑛orb〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉
𝑟𝑙+1

, (C7)

and

𝑛
〈𝑖1...𝑖𝑙 〉
orb = 𝑁𝑙

∑︁
𝑚

Y∗
𝑙𝑚

<𝑖1...𝑖𝑙>𝑌∗
𝑙𝑚

(𝜋/2, 𝜙) =
∑︁
𝑚

𝑙!
(2𝑙 − 1)!!𝑊𝑙𝑚𝑒

−𝑖𝑚𝜙Y∗
𝑙𝑚
, (C8)

where we have used𝑊𝑙𝑚 ≡ 4𝜋(2𝑙 + 1)−1𝑌𝑙𝑚 (𝜋/2, 0) and the fact that the binary motion is in the 𝜃 = 𝜋/2 plane. Using Eq. (C4) and grouping
terms with the same Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

𝑙𝑚
, we can find the love number for each 𝑚

𝑘2𝑚 =
2𝜋
5
𝑀 ′

𝑀

( 𝑟
𝑅

)3 1
𝑊𝑙𝑚

(
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁

𝑎

𝐼𝑎𝐶𝑎 + 1
2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚𝐶
∗
𝑎𝐶

∗
𝑏

)
. (C9)

One can further plug in the leading-order solution of 𝐶𝑎 as described in Sections 2.1 and 2.2 to obtain an effective Love number (for each
harmonic 𝑚; see also Andersson & Pnigouras 2020; Passamonti et al. 2022). Using the linear, adiabatic solution of 𝐶𝑎 , we have

𝑘2𝑚 = 𝑘2 =
4𝜋
5

𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐼2𝑎 . (C10)
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Note that in the linear, adiabatic limit, the values of 𝑘2𝑚 are the same for different 𝑚’s and can be collectively denoted by a single number 𝑘2.
Note further that the summation over modes is strongly dominated by the 𝑙𝑎 = 2 f-mode (Table 1). Using 𝐼𝑎 = 0.32, we find 𝑘2 = 0.26 in the
linear, adiabatic limit, which agrees well with the expected value (Poisson & Will 2014).
The relations summarized in this Appendix will also be useful for computing the Burke-Throne dissipation terms following Flanagan &

Hinderer (2008). In particular, the interaction between the orbital and tidal quadrupole modifies the PP Burke-Throne terms in three ways.
First, in eq. (6a) of Flanagan & Hinderer (2008), there will be a term arising from the quadrupole of the NS,

𝑔𝑖(gw,ns) = −2
5
𝑟 𝑗
𝑑5

𝑑𝑡5
𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
ns , (C11)

where 𝒓 = 𝑟𝒏orb = 𝑟 [cos 𝜙, sin 𝜙, 0] .
We compute the total quadrupole of the NS in the Cartesian coordinate in terms of each mode’s contribution using Eq. (C4). To evaluate the

temporal derivatives of 𝑄 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
ns , we note

d5𝑐𝑎
d𝑡5

=
d5

d𝑡5
[𝐶𝑎 exp(−𝑖𝑚𝜙)] ' −𝑖(𝑚Ω)5𝐶𝑎 exp(−𝑖𝑚𝜙), (C12)

d5 (𝑐∗𝑎𝑐∗𝑏)
d𝑡5

=
d5

d𝑡5
[𝐶∗

𝑎𝐶
∗
𝑏
exp(−𝑖𝑚𝜙)] ' −𝑖(𝑚Ω)5𝐶∗

𝑎𝐶
∗
𝑏
exp(−𝑖𝑚𝜙), (C13)

where in the second line we have used 𝑚𝑎 +𝑚𝑏 +𝑚 = 0 as required by the angular selection rule. We have dropped terms that are smaller than
the dominant one by O

(
𝑡gw ¤𝜙

)
. Here 𝑡gw ≡ 𝑟/¤𝑟 is the characteristic timescale for GW induced orbital decay. We then convert the Cartesian

𝑓 𝑖gw,ns back to spherical coordinates, leading to

𝑔
(gw,ns)
𝜙

' −128
5

√︂
2𝜋
15
𝑀𝑅2𝑟Ω5

∑︁
𝑚=±2

©­«
𝑚𝑎=𝑚∑︁
𝑎,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐼𝑎Re [𝐶𝑎] +
1
2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚Re [𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏]
ª®¬ . (C14)

If we use the convention of Section 2.2 and use (𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐) to specifically denote the positive-frequency modes with (𝑚𝑎 , 𝑚𝑏 , 𝑚𝑐) = (2,−2, 0)
and 𝑙𝑎 = 𝑙𝑏 = 𝑙𝑐 = 2, we can further simplify the second term in the parenthesis as

1
2

∑︁
𝑚=±2

𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏=−𝑚∑︁
𝑎𝑏,𝜔𝑎>0

𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚Re [𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏] = 2𝐽2Re [𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑐 + 𝐶𝑏𝐶𝑐] '
4𝜔2𝑎

𝜔2𝑎 − 4Ω2
𝐽2𝑊22𝑊20

(
𝑀 ′

𝑀

)2
𝐼2𝑎𝑅

6 Ω
4

𝑀2t
. (C15)

Second, the tidal back-reaction modifies the derivatives of the orbital quadrupole, defined as

𝑄
〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
orb = 𝜇𝑟2𝑛 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉orb =

2
3

∑︁
𝑚

𝑊2𝑚𝑄2𝑚Y
〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
2𝑚

∗
, (C16)

where we have used Eq. (C8) and defined 𝑄2𝑚 = 𝜇𝑟2 exp[−𝑖𝑚𝜙]. To compute its derivatives, we keep replacing the derivatives of 𝑟 , 𝜙, and
𝐶𝑎 by the conservative parts of their equation of motion (Flanagan & Hinderer 2008),

¥𝑟 → 𝑟 ¤𝜙2 − 𝑀 + 𝑀 ′

𝑟2
+ 𝑔 (tide)𝑟 , (C17)

𝑟 ¥𝜙 → −2 ¤𝑟 ¤𝜙 + 𝑔 (tide)
𝜙

. (C18)

¤𝐶𝑎 → −𝑖(𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎 ¤𝜙)𝐶𝑎 + 𝑖𝜔𝑎


𝑀 ′

𝑀
𝑊𝑙𝑚

(
𝑅

𝑟

)𝑙+1 ©­«𝐼𝑎 +
∑︁
𝑏,𝑙𝑚

𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚𝐶
∗
𝑏

ª®¬ +
∑︁
𝑏𝑐

𝜅𝑎𝑏𝑐𝐶
∗
𝑏
𝐶∗
𝑐

 (C19)

Of particular interest is the appearance of the 𝑔 (tide)𝑟 term [Eq. (28)], which modifies the 𝑟 − Ω relation of the orbit [see also Section 4 and
Eq. (39)]. As a result, in addition to the PP terms given by Eqs. (31) and (32), we need to add additional corrections given by

𝑔
(gw,br)
𝜙

' − 96
5
𝑀𝑀 ′

(
𝑅

𝑟

)2
Ω3

𝜔𝑎>0∑︁
𝑎

𝑊𝑙𝑎𝑚𝑎
𝐼𝑎Re[𝐶𝑎] +

©­«12
∑︁
𝑏,𝑙𝑚

𝑊𝑙𝑚𝐽𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚Re[𝐶𝑎𝐶𝑏]
ª®¬
 . (C20)

𝑔
(gw,br)
𝑟 '0 (C21)

It is interesting to note that

𝑔
(gw,pp)
𝜙

+ 𝑔 (gw,br)
𝜙

= −32
5
𝜇𝑟3Ω5, (C22)

a form one would intuitively expect. Note that here 𝑟 = 𝑟 (Ω) is given by the modified 𝑟 −Ω relation in Eq. (39).
Lastly, the Burke-Thorne force also acts on the modes. To derive its expression, we can first consider the acceleration 𝒂 (gw) it induces on a

perturbed fluid element at 𝒙′ = 𝒙 + 𝝃. First we note that

𝒂gw (𝒙′) = 𝒂gw (𝒙) + 𝝃 · ∇𝒂gw (𝒙). (C23)
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Non-linear tides in BNS 17

Furthermore,

𝑎𝑖gw (𝒙) = −2
5
𝑥 𝑗
d5

d𝑡5
𝑄

〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
orb . (C24)

To proceed, we first decompose the orbital quadrupole into tensor spherical harmonics using Eq. (C16) and note

𝑥 𝑗Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
2𝑚

∗
= (𝑥𝑖𝑥 𝑗 );𝑖Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

2𝑚
∗
=

(
𝑥2𝑛 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

2𝑚
∗)
;𝑖
= (𝑥2𝑌2𝑚);𝑖 , (C25)

where the semicolon symbol stands for covariant derivative and we have used the identities 𝑛𝑖 𝑗Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉
2𝑚

∗
= 𝑛 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉Y 〈𝑖 𝑗 〉

2𝑚
∗
= 𝑌𝑙𝑚 (Poisson & Will

2014). We are now ready to write

𝒂gw (𝒙′) = − 2
15

∑︁
𝑚

𝑊2𝑚
[
∇

(
𝑥2𝑌2𝑚

)
+ (𝝃 · ∇) ∇

(
𝑥2𝑌2𝑚

)] d5𝑄2𝑚
d𝑡5

. (C26)

Its effect on each mode can be obtained by first contracting 𝒂gw with 𝝃∗ and then integrating over 𝜌d3𝑥 (Schenk et al. 2002). We thus have (for
𝑙𝑎 = 2)

¤𝑐𝑎 + 𝑖𝜔𝑎𝑐𝑎 = 𝑖𝜔𝑎 [(conservative terms) + 𝑍𝑎] , (C27)

where

𝑍𝑎 = − 2
15
𝑊2𝑚𝑎

𝑅3

𝑀

(
𝐼𝑎
d5𝑄2𝑚𝑎

d𝑡5
+
𝑚𝑎+𝑚𝑏+𝑚=0∑︁

𝑏

𝐽𝑎𝑏2𝑚𝑐
∗
𝑏

d5𝑄∗
2𝑚

d𝑡5

)
. (C28)

One can verify that when the non-linear tide piece is ignored, our result reduces to eq. (6b) of Flanagan & Hinderer (2008). This can be seen by
directly contracting both sides of eq. (6b) of Flanagan & Hinderer (2008) withY𝑙𝑚 and using the identityY∗

𝑙𝑚′Y𝑙𝑚 = 𝛿𝑚𝑚′/𝑁𝑙 (Thorne 1980).
The result follows by further plugging the linear part of 𝑄ns

𝑙𝑚
[Eq. (C1)] into the left-hand side of eq. (6b) of Flanagan & Hinderer (2008).

Eq. (C22) suggests that we have

d5𝑄2𝑚
d𝑡5

' −𝑖(𝑚Ω)5𝜇𝑟2𝑒−𝑖𝑚𝜙 . (C29)

We thus have

𝑍𝑎 =


𝑖 215𝑊22

𝑀 ′
𝑀t

(
𝑅
𝑟

)3
(𝑚𝑎𝑟Ω)5

(
𝐼𝑎 + ∑𝑚𝑏=0

𝑏
𝐽𝑎𝑏2−𝑚𝑎

𝑐∗
𝑏

)
𝑒−𝑖𝑚𝜙 , for 𝑚𝑎 = ±2,

𝑖 215𝑊20
𝑀 ′
𝑀t

(
𝑅
𝑟

)3
(𝑚𝑏𝑟Ω)5

(∑𝑚𝑏=−𝑚=±2
𝑏

𝐽𝑎𝑏2−𝑚𝑏
𝐶∗
𝑏

)
, for 𝑚𝑎 = 0.

(C30)

The effect of 𝑍𝑎 is to create an imaginary part in 𝐶𝑎 ,

Im [𝐶𝑎] '
𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚Ω Im
[
𝑍𝑎𝑒

𝑖𝑚𝜙
]
, (C31)

which then leads to a tangential tidal acceleration due to mode 𝑎

𝑔
(gw,𝑎)
𝜙

' − 4
15
𝑚6𝑎𝑊

2
𝑙𝑚𝑎

𝐼2𝑎𝑀
′𝑅3

(
𝑅

𝑟

)2
𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω
Ω5 + (non-linear terms). (C32)

We thus see that while 𝑚𝑎 = 2 and 𝑚𝑎 = −2 modes have opposite signs for 𝑍𝑎 , their contributions to the orbital decay add coherently. It is also
easy to show that the 𝑚𝑎 = 0 mode does not contribute to the orbital decay via this channel even at the non-linear order we are considering.
Besides terms due to the interaction between tidal and orbital quadrupoles, there is also damping on the 𝑓 mode due to its quadrupole

beating with itself. This leads to an additional term in 𝑍𝑎 given by

𝑍
(mode)
𝑎 = −8𝜋

75
𝐼2𝑎𝑅

5 𝑑
5𝑐𝑎
𝑑𝑡5

' 𝑖 8𝜋
75
𝑊𝑙𝑎𝑚𝑎

𝐼3𝑎
𝑀 ′

𝑀

(
𝑅

𝑟

)3
𝜔𝑎

𝜔𝑎 − 𝑚𝑎Ω
(𝑚𝑎𝑅Ω)5. (C33)

This term is smaller than Eq. (37) by a factor of O (𝑅/𝑟)5, which is smaller than the leading-order non-linear effects we consider that corrects
the linear solution at the (𝑅/𝑟)3 order. We thus ignore its effect in our discussions. Nonetheless, this term can be amplified if the mode is close
to resonance with the orbit due to NS rotation and/or orbital eccentricity. See the discussions in Section 5.

APPENDIX D: FOUR-MODE COUPLING WITHOUT THE COWLING APPROXIMATION

We can break the four-mode coupling into seven pieces (Van Hoolst 1994)

𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 = − I + II + III + IV + V + VI + VII
6𝐸0

, (D1)

where terms I-V are provided in appendix C Weinberg (2016). Here we compute terms VI and VII which are due to perturbed gravity. For the
coupling among f-modes, we find that the perturbed gravity terms (VI and VII) are crucial as they can modify the results obtained under the
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18 H. Yu et al.

Cowling approximation by ∼ 70%. In this appendix specifically, we will use 𝑟 to denote the radial coordinate of a fluid element inside the NS.
It should not be confused with the orbital separation as we will only consider an isolated NS here.
The first perturbed gravity term we need to evaluate is,

VI = −
∫
d3𝑥𝜌

[
𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉

𝑗

𝑏

(∫
d3𝑥′𝜌(𝑥′)𝜉𝑘

′
𝑐 𝜉

𝑠′
𝑑
|𝒙 − 𝒙′ |−1;𝑘′𝑠′

)
;𝑖 𝑗

+

+ 𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉
𝑗
𝑐

(∫
d3𝑥′𝜌(𝑥′)𝜉𝑘

′
𝑏
𝜉𝑠

′
𝑑
|𝒙 − 𝒙′ |−1;𝑘′𝑠′

)
;𝑖 𝑗

+ 𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉
𝑗

𝑑

(∫
d3𝑥′𝜌(𝑥′)𝜉𝑘

′
𝑏
𝜉𝑠

′
𝑐 |𝒙 − 𝒙′ |−1;𝑘′𝑠′

)
;𝑖 𝑗

]
, (D2)

where “;” stands for covariant derivative and a quantity with a primed index means it is evaluated with respect to 𝒙′. We can expand

1
|𝒙 − 𝒙′ | =

∑︁
𝑙𝑚

𝑟𝑙 (𝑥, 𝑥′)𝑌∗𝑙𝑚 (𝜃 ′, 𝜙′)𝑌𝑙𝑚 (𝜃, 𝜙), (D3)

where

𝑟𝑙 (𝑟, 𝑟 ′) =
4𝜋
2𝑙 + 1 ×

{
𝑟 ′𝑙

𝑟 𝑙+1
if 𝑟 ′ ≤ 𝑟,

𝑟 𝑙

𝑟 ′𝑙+1
if 𝑟 ′ > 𝑟.

(D4)

Following Weinberg et al. (2012), we use a covariant basis with vectors 𝜖𝑖 = ℎ𝑖𝑒𝑖 , where ℎ𝑟 = 1, ℎ𝜃 = 𝑟, ℎ𝜙 = 𝑟 sin 𝜃, and 𝑒𝑟 , 𝜃 ,𝜙
are unit vectors along the 𝑟, 𝜃, 𝜙 directions. The nonzero components of the metric are (𝑔𝑟𝑟 , 𝑔𝜃 𝜃 , 𝑔𝜙𝜙) = (1, 𝑟2, 𝑟2 sin2 𝜃). The Lagrangian
displacement vector for an eigenmode can be written as5

𝝃𝑎 =

[
𝜉𝑟𝑎 , 𝜉

𝜃
𝑎 , 𝜉

𝜙
𝑎

]
=

[
𝑎𝑟𝑌𝑎 ,

𝑎ℎ

𝑟

𝜕𝑌𝑎

𝜕𝜃
,

𝑎ℎ

𝑟 sin2 𝜃
𝜕𝑌𝑎

𝜕𝜙

]
. (D5)

Consider a specific harmonic, and focus on the inner integral first (i.e., primed coordinate). We have terms like (in the right hand side, all
terms are evaluated in the primed coordinate)

𝜉𝑟
′

𝑐 𝜉
𝑟 ′
𝑑
(𝑟𝑙𝑌∗𝑙𝑚);𝑟 ′𝑟 ′ = 𝑐𝑟 𝑑𝑟

(
𝜕2

𝜕𝑟 ′2
𝑟𝑙

)
𝑌𝑐𝑌𝑑𝑌

∗
𝑙𝑚
, (D6)

𝜉𝑟
′

𝑐 𝜉
𝜃′
𝑑
(𝑟𝑙𝑌∗𝑙𝑚);𝑟 ′𝜃′ = 𝑐𝑟 𝑑ℎ

(
1
𝑟 ′
𝜕𝑟𝑙

𝜕𝑟 ′
− 𝑟𝑙

𝑟 ′2

)
𝑌𝑐
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜃 ′
𝑌∗
𝑙𝑚

𝜕𝜃 ′
, (D7)

𝜉𝑟
′

𝑐 𝜉
𝜙′

𝑑
(𝑟𝑙𝑌∗𝑙𝑚);𝑟 ′𝜙′ = 𝑐𝑟 𝑑ℎ

(
1
𝑟 ′
𝜕𝑟𝑙

𝜕𝑟 ′
− 𝑟𝑙

𝑟 ′2

)
𝑌𝑐

sin2 𝜃 ′
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜙′
𝜕𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚

𝜕𝜙′
, (D8)

𝜉 𝜃
′

𝑐 𝜉
𝜃′
𝑑
(𝑟𝑙𝑌∗𝑙𝑚);𝜃′𝜃′ = 𝑐ℎ𝑑ℎ

(
𝑟𝑙

𝑟 ′2
𝜕𝑌𝑐

𝜕𝜃 ′
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜃 ′
𝜕𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚

𝜕𝜃 ′2
+ 1
𝑟 ′
𝜕𝑟𝑙

𝜕𝑟 ′
𝜕𝑌𝑐

𝜕𝜃 ′
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜃 ′
𝑌∗
𝑙𝑚

)
, (D9)

𝜉 𝜃
′

𝑐 𝜉
𝜙′

𝑑
(𝑟𝑙𝑌∗𝑙𝑚);𝜃′𝜙′ = 𝑐ℎ𝑑ℎ

𝑟𝑙

𝑟 ′2
1

sin2 𝜃 ′
𝜕𝑌𝑐

𝜕𝜃 ′
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜙′

(
𝜕2𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚

𝜕𝜃 ′𝜕𝜙′
− cos 𝜃

′

sin 𝜃 ′
𝜕𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚

𝜕𝜙′

)
, (D10)

𝜉
𝜙′
𝑐 𝜉

𝜙′

𝑑
(𝑟𝑙𝑌∗𝑙𝑚);𝜙′𝜙′ = 𝑐ℎ𝑑ℎ

𝜕𝑌𝑐

𝜕𝜙′
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜙′

(
𝑟𝑙

𝑟 ′2
1

sin4 𝜃 ′

(
𝜕2𝑌∗

𝑙𝑚

𝜕𝜙′2
+ sin 𝜃 ′ cos 𝜃 ′

𝜕𝑌∗
𝑙𝑚

𝜕𝜃

)
+ 1
𝑟 ′
𝜕𝑟𝑙

𝜕𝑟 ′
1

sin2 𝜃 ′
𝑌∗
𝑙𝑚

)
. (D11)

Thus∫
d3𝑥′𝜌(𝑥′)𝑐𝑘

′
𝑑𝑠

′
|𝒙 − 𝒙′ |−1;𝑘′𝑠′ =

𝑚=𝑚𝑐+𝑚𝑑∑︁
𝑙

(−1)𝑚 4𝜋
2𝑙 + 1𝑌𝑙𝑚 (𝜃, 𝜙)

[
VI<𝑟

𝑐𝑑
(𝑟) + VI>𝑟

𝑐𝑑
(𝑟)

]
, (D12)

where we have used 𝑌∗
𝑙𝑚

= (−1)𝑚𝑌𝑙−𝑚, and the angular selection role requires 𝑚 = 𝑚𝑐 + 𝑚𝑑 = −(𝑚𝑎 + 𝑚𝑏). The radial part is defined as

VI<𝑟
𝑐𝑑

(𝑟) = 𝑟−(𝑙+1)
∫ 𝑟

0
d𝑟 ′𝑟 ′𝑙𝜌(𝑟 ′)

[
𝑙 (𝑙 − 1)𝑐𝑟 ′𝑑𝑟 ′𝑇𝑐𝑑𝑙−𝑚 + (𝑙 − 1)𝑐𝑟 ′𝑑ℎ′𝐹𝑐,𝑑𝑙−𝑚 + (𝑙 − 1)𝑐ℎ′𝑑𝑟 ′𝐹𝑑,𝑐𝑙−𝑚

+𝑐ℎ′𝑑ℎ′
(
𝐺𝑙−𝑚,𝑐𝑑 + 𝑙𝐹𝑙−𝑚,𝑐𝑑

) ]
, (D13)

VI>𝑟
𝑐𝑑

(𝑟) = 𝑟𝑙
∫ 𝑅

𝑟
d𝑟 ′𝑟 ′−(𝑙+1) 𝜌(𝑟 ′)

[
(𝑙 + 1) (𝑙 + 2)𝑐𝑟 ′𝑑𝑟 ′𝑇𝑐𝑑𝑙−𝑚 − (𝑙 + 2)𝑐𝑟 ′𝑑ℎ′𝐹𝑐,𝑑𝑙−𝑚 − (𝑙 + 2)𝑐ℎ′𝑑𝑟 ′𝐹𝑑,𝑐𝑙−𝑚

+𝑐ℎ′𝑑ℎ′
(
𝐺𝑙−𝑚,𝑐𝑑 − (𝑙 + 1)𝐹𝑙−𝑚,𝑐𝑑

) ]
. (D14)

5 Note that we use 𝜉 𝑖
𝑎 to indicate the 𝑖 component of 𝝃𝑎 . In the coordinate we consider, the coordinate index corresponds to 𝑖 = (𝑟 , 𝜃 , 𝜙) . On the other hand,

we use 𝑎𝑟 and 𝑎ℎ to indicate the radial and tangential component of the Lagrangian displacement and the subscripts 𝑟 and ℎ do not corresponds to coordinate
indices.
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We further define VI𝑐𝑑 (𝑟) = VI<𝑟𝑐𝑑 (𝑟) + VI
>𝑟
𝑐𝑑

(𝑟). The angular parts have been integrated following Weinberg et al. (2012)

𝑇𝑎𝑏𝑐 =

∫
dΩ𝑌𝑎𝑌𝑏𝑌𝑐 , (D15)

𝐹𝑎,𝑏𝑐 =

∫
dΩ𝑌𝑎∇𝑖𝑌𝑏∇ 𝑗𝑌𝑐 =

𝑇𝑎𝑏𝑐

Λ2
𝑏
+ Λ2𝑐 − Λ2𝑎

, (D16)

𝐺𝑎,𝑏𝑐 =

∫
dΩ𝑔𝑖𝑘𝑔 𝑗𝑠∇𝑖∇ 𝑗𝑌𝑎∇𝑘𝑌𝑏∇𝑠𝑌𝑐 =

𝑇𝑎𝑏𝑐

4
[Λ4𝑎 − (Λ2

𝑏
− Λ2𝑐)2], (D17)

where Λ2𝑎 = 𝑙𝑎 (𝑙𝑎 + 1). Paired subscripts not separated by a comma are symmetric in those indices.
The outer integral can be evaluated similarly,

∫
d3𝑥𝜌𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉

𝑗

𝑏

(∫
d3𝑥′𝜌(𝑥′)𝜉𝑘

′
𝑐 𝜉

𝑠′
𝑑
|𝒙 − 𝒙′ |−1;𝑘′𝑠′

)
;𝑖 𝑗

=

𝑚=𝑚𝑐+𝑚𝑑∑︁
𝑙

(−1)𝑚 4𝜋
2𝑙 + 1

∫
d𝑥3𝜌𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉

𝑗

𝑏
[VI𝑐𝑑 (𝑟)𝑌𝑙𝑚];𝑖 𝑗

=

𝑚=𝑚𝑐+𝑚𝑑∑︁
𝑙

(−1)𝑚 4𝜋
2𝑙 + 1

∫
d𝑟𝑟2𝜌(𝑟)

[
𝑎𝑟 𝑏𝑟

(
𝜕2VI𝑐𝑑
𝜕𝑟2

)
𝑇𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑚 + 𝑎𝑟 𝑏ℎ

(
1
𝑟

𝜕VI𝑐𝑑
𝜕𝑟

− VI𝑐𝑑
𝑟2

)
𝐹𝑎,𝑏𝑙𝑚 + 𝑎ℎ𝑏𝑟

(
1
𝑟

𝜕VI𝑐𝑑
𝜕𝑟

− VI𝑐𝑑
𝑟2

)
𝐹𝑏,𝑎𝑙𝑚

+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏ℎ
(
VI𝑐𝑑
𝑟2

𝐺𝑙𝑚,𝑎𝑏 + 1
𝑟

𝜕VI𝑐𝑑
𝜕𝑟

𝐹𝑙𝑚,𝑎𝑏

) ]
. (D18)

The other perturbed gravity term we need to evaluate is

VII =
∫
d3𝑥𝜌

[
𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉

𝑗

𝑏
𝜉𝑘𝑐 𝛿Φ𝑑;𝑖 𝑗𝑘 + 𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉

𝑗

𝑏
𝜉𝑘
𝑑
𝛿Φ𝑐;𝑖 𝑗𝑘 + 𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉

𝑗
𝑐𝜉

𝑘
𝑑
𝛿Φ𝑏;𝑖 𝑗𝑘 + 𝜉𝑖

𝑏
𝜉
𝑗
𝑐𝜉

𝑘
𝑑
𝛿Φ𝑎;𝑖 𝑗𝑘

]
, (D19)

where 𝛿Φ𝑑 is the Eulerian perturbation of the gravitational potential induced by mode 𝑑 and it is given by 𝛿Φ𝑑 (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝜙) = 𝛿𝜙𝑑 (𝑟)𝑌𝑑 (𝜃, 𝜙).
We will have terms

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝑟𝑟𝑟 =
𝜕3𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟3

𝑌𝑑 , (D20)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝑟𝑟 𝜃 =

(
𝜕2𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟2

− 2
𝑟

𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟
+ 2
𝑟2
𝛿𝜙𝑑

)
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜃
(D21)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝑟𝑟 𝜙 =

(
𝜕2𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟2

− 2
𝑟

𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟
+ 2
𝑟2
𝛿𝜙𝑑

)
𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜙
(D22)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝑟 𝜃 𝜃 = 𝑟
𝜕2𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟2

𝑌𝑑 + 𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟

(
𝜕2𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃2

− 𝑌𝑑
)
− 2
𝑟
𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕2𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃2

(D23)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝑟 𝜃 𝜙 =
𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟

(
𝜕2𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃𝜕𝜙

− cos 𝜃
sin 𝜃

𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜙

)
+ 2𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝑟

(
− 𝜕
2𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃𝜕𝜙

+ cos 𝜃
sin 𝜃

𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜙

)
(D24)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝑟 𝜙𝜙 = 𝑟
𝜕2𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟2

sin2 𝜃𝑌𝑑 + 𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟

(
𝜕2𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜙2

+ sin 𝜃 cos 𝜃 𝜕𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃

− sin2 𝜃𝑌𝑑
)
− 2𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝑟

(
𝜕2𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜙2

+ sin 𝜃 cos 𝜃 𝜕𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃

)
(D25)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝜃 𝜃 𝜃 = 3𝑟
𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟

𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜃
+ 𝛿𝜙𝑑

(
𝜕3𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃3

− 2 𝜕𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃

)
(D26)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝜃 𝜃 𝜙 = 𝑟
𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟

𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜙
+ 𝛿𝜙𝑑

(
𝜕3𝑌

𝜕𝜃2𝜕𝜙
− 2cos 𝜃
sin 𝜃

𝜕2𝑌

𝜕𝜃𝜕𝜙
+ 2cos

2 𝜃

sin2 𝜃
𝜕𝑌

𝜕𝜙

)
(D27)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝜃 𝜙𝜙 = 𝑟
𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟
sin2 𝜃

𝜕𝑌

𝜕𝜃
+ 𝛿𝜙𝑑

(
𝜕3𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃𝜕2𝜙

+ sin 𝜃 cos 𝜃 𝜕
2𝑌

𝜕𝜃2
− 2cos 𝜃
sin 𝜃

𝜕2𝑌

𝜕𝜙2
− 𝜕𝑌𝑑

𝜕𝜃

)
(D28)

(𝛿𝜙𝑑𝑌𝑑);𝜙𝜙𝜙 = 3𝑟
𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟
sin2 𝜃

𝜕𝑌

𝜕𝜙
+ 𝛿𝜙𝑑

(
𝜕3𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜙3

+ 3 sin 𝜃 cos 𝜃 𝜕
2𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜃𝜕𝜙

− 2 𝜕𝑌𝑑
𝜕𝜙

)
(D29)

Because the background is Euclidean, covariant derivatives commute and the results are symmetric with respect to permutations of indices.
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Thus∫
𝑑Ω𝜉𝑖𝑎𝜉

𝑗

𝑏
𝜉𝑘𝑐 𝛿Φ𝑑;𝑖 𝑗𝑘

= 𝑎𝑟 𝑏𝑟 𝑐𝑟
𝜕3𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟3

𝑇𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑑 (D30)

+
[
𝑎𝑟 𝑏𝑟 𝑐ℎ𝐹

(2)
𝑎𝑏,𝑐𝑑

+ 𝑎𝑟 𝑏ℎ𝑐𝑟𝐹 (2)
𝑎𝑐,𝑏𝑑

+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏𝑟 𝑐𝑟𝐹 (2)
𝑏𝑐,𝑎𝑑

+ 𝑎𝑟 𝑏ℎ𝑐ℎ𝐹 (2)
𝑎𝑑,𝑏𝑐

+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏𝑟 𝑐ℎ𝐹 (2)
𝑏𝑑,𝑎𝑐

+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏ℎ𝑐𝑟𝐹 (2)
𝑐𝑑,𝑎𝑏

] 1
𝑟

𝜕2𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝜕𝑟2

(D31)

+
[
− 2𝑎𝑟 𝑏𝑟 𝑐ℎ𝐹 (2)

𝑎𝑏,𝑐𝑑
− 2𝑎𝑟 𝑏ℎ𝑐𝑟𝐹 (2)

𝑎𝑐,𝑏𝑑
− 2𝑎ℎ𝑏𝑟 𝑐𝑟𝐹 (2)

𝑏𝑐,𝑎𝑑

+ 𝑎𝑟 𝑏ℎ𝑐ℎ
(
𝑆𝑎,𝑏𝑐,𝑑 − (Λ2

𝑑
+ 1)𝐹 (2)

𝑎𝑑,𝑏𝑐

)
+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏𝑟 𝑐ℎ

(
𝑆𝑏,𝑎𝑐,𝑑 − (Λ2

𝑑
+ 1)𝐹 (2)

𝑏𝑑,𝑎𝑐

)
+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏ℎ𝑐𝑟

(
𝑆𝑐,𝑎𝑏,𝑑 − (Λ2

𝑑
+ 1)𝐹 (2)

𝑐𝑑,𝑎𝑏

)
+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏ℎ𝑐ℎ

(
𝐺

(22)
𝑎𝑏,𝑐𝑑

+ 𝐺 (22)
𝑎𝑐,𝑏𝑑

+ 𝐺 (22)
𝑎𝑑,𝑏𝑐

) ] 1
𝑟2
𝜕𝛿𝜙𝑑

𝜕𝑟
(D32)

+
[
2𝑎𝑟 𝑏𝑟 𝑐ℎ𝐹

(2)
𝑎𝑏,𝑐𝑑

+ 2𝑎𝑟 𝑏ℎ𝑐𝑟𝐹 (2)
𝑎𝑐,𝑏𝑑

+ 2𝑎ℎ𝑏𝑟 𝑐𝑟𝐹 (2)
𝑏𝑐,𝑎𝑑

− 2𝑎𝑟 𝑏ℎ𝑐ℎ
(
𝑆𝑎,𝑏𝑐,𝑑 − Λ2

𝑑
𝐹
(2)
𝑎𝑑,𝑏𝑐

)
− 2𝑎ℎ𝑏𝑟 𝑐ℎ

(
𝑆𝑏,𝑎𝑐,𝑑 − Λ2

𝑑
𝐹
(2)
𝑏𝑑,𝑎𝑐

)
− 2𝑎ℎ𝑏ℎ𝑐𝑟

(
𝑆𝑐,𝑎𝑏,𝑑 − Λ2

𝑑
𝐹
(2)
𝑐𝑑,𝑎𝑏

)
+ 𝑎ℎ𝑏ℎ𝑐ℎ𝑅𝑎𝑏𝑐,𝑑

] 𝛿𝜙𝑑
𝑟3

, (D33)

where we have defined the following angular integrals (Weinberg 2016),

𝑓
(1)
𝑎𝑏

= 𝑌𝑎𝑌𝑏 , 𝑓
(2)
𝑎𝑏

= ∇𝑌𝑎 · ∇𝑌𝑏 , 𝑓 (3)𝑎𝑏
= ∇𝑖∇ 𝑗𝑌𝑎∇ 𝑗∇𝑖𝑌𝑏 , (D34)

𝐹
(𝑖)
𝑎𝑏,𝑐𝑑

=

∫
dΩ𝑌𝑎𝑌𝑏 𝑓

(𝑖)
𝑐𝑑
, (D35)

𝐺
(𝑖)
𝑎𝑏,𝑐𝑑

=

∫
dΩ 𝑓 (𝑖)

𝑎𝑏
𝑓
(𝑖)
𝑐𝑑
, (D36)

𝑆𝑎,𝑏𝑐,𝑑 =

∫
dΩ𝑌𝑎∇𝑖𝑌𝑏∇ 𝑗𝑌𝑐∇ 𝑗∇𝑖𝑌𝑑 + Λ2

𝑑
𝐹
(2)
𝑎𝑑,𝑏𝑐

, (D37)

together with a new integral we introduce in this work,

𝑅𝑎𝑏𝑐,𝑑 =

∫
dΩ∇𝑖𝑌𝑎∇ 𝑗𝑌𝑏∇𝑘𝑌𝑐∇𝑖∇ 𝑗∇𝑘𝑌𝑑 . (D38)
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