
Draft version June 6, 2023
Typeset using LATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX63

Large Dynamical Tide Amplitudes from Small Kicks at Pericenter

Phil Arras,1 Hang Yu,2 and Nevin N. Weinberg3

1Department of Astronomy, University of Virginia, Charlottesville, VA 22904, USA
2Kavli Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of California at Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara, CA 93106, USA

3Department of Physics, University of Texas at Arlington, Arlington, TX 76019, USA

Submitted to ApJ

ABSTRACT

The effect of dynamical tide “kicks” on eccentric binary orbits is considered using the orbital mapping

method. It is demonstrated that when mode damping is negligible the mode amplitude will generically

grow in time for all values of orbital eccentricity and semi-major axis, even for small kicks outside the

regime exhibiting diffusive growth. The origin of the small-kick growth is the change in kick size from

orbit to orbit, an effect quadratic in the mode amplitude. When damping of the mode is included,

the growth is shut off when the damping time is shorter than the growth time. Hence, in practice,

kicks of sufficient size and long mode damping times are required for interesting levels of growth to

occur. Application to the circularization of hot Jupiters is discussed. Previous investigations found

that diffusive growth of the planetary f-mode in the large-kick regime would lead to rapid orbital

shrinkage, but upon exiting the diffusive regime at e ∼ 0.9 the theory would predict a large population

of highly eccentric orbits. Simulations presented here show that subsequent orbital evolution relying

on the small-kick regime may further decrease the eccentricity to e ∼ 0.2 on timescales much less than

the Gyrs ages of these systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

Many binaries begin their lives on highly eccentric or-

bits that circularize over time due to tides. The rate of

circularization depends on the efficiency of tidal dissipa-

tion, an often complicated process that has been stud-

ied in a variety of systems. These include tidal capture

binaries (see, e.g., Press & Teukolsky 1977; Kumar &

Goodman 1996; Lai 1997; Samsing et al. 2017), solar-

type binaries (Goodman & Dickson 1998; Terquem et al.

1998; Terquem 2021; Zanazzi & Wu 2021; Barker 2022),

white dwarf binaries (Willems et al. 2007; Vick et al.

2017; McNeill et al. 2020; Lau et al. 2022), neutron star

binaries (Kumar et al. 1995; Gold et al. 2012; Yang et al.

2018; Vick & Lai 2019), and hot Jupiter systems (Ivanov

& Papaloizou 2004; Wu 2018; Vick et al. 2019; Yu et al.

2021, 2022).

For sufficiently eccentric orbits, the internal oscilla-

tion modes excited at pericenter exhibit a random walk

in mode energy called diffusive growth (Kochanek 1992;

Mardling 1995a). Mardling (1995a) found that the cou-
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pled evolution of the orbit and oscillation modes exhibits

chaos. This regime occurs when the tidal “kick”, which

transfers energy from the orbit to the mode, is so large

that it substantially alters the orbital period from orbit

to orbit. The phase of the oscillation mode at each peri-

center passage is then effectively random and the mode

energy increases linearly in time as in a random walk. If

nonlinear three-wave coupling effects are included, the

energy absorbed by the mode alters its oscillation fre-

quency due to the anharmonicity, which can also pro-

duce a random phase at each pericenter passage and

trigger the diffusive growth (Yu et al. 2021).

The original study by Mardling (1995a; see also

Mardling 1995b) focused primarily on tidal capture bi-

naries. Since then studies have shown that this process

can also be important in neutron star binaries (Vick

& Lai 2019), hierarchical triple systems (Mardling &

Aarseth 2001; Hayashi et al. 2022), gaseous planets or-

biting white dwarfs (Veras & Fuller 2019), and in the

high eccentricity migration of hot Jupiters (see last set

of citations in previous paragraph).

For small kicks, neither the backreaction of the mode

on the orbit nor the anharmonic shift of the mode’s fre-

quency is sufficient to trigger diffusive growth. Previous
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studies found that in this small kick regime, the mode

undergoes periodic changes in amplitude and does not

grow (Mardling 1995a; Vick & Lai 2018; Wu 2018). Ac-

cording to these studies, as the orbit circularizes and the

kick decreases, the system leaves the chaotic regime and

the tidal evolution slows dramatically. In the hot Jupiter

context, Wu (2018; see also Yu et al. 2022) found that

in the chaotic regime, the orbital eccentricity can evolve

quickly (on timescales of ∼ 104 year) from e ≳ 0.98 to

e ≃ 0.9 but then stalls at e ≃ 0.9. In order to produce

the circular orbits of observed hot Jupiters, a different,

unidentified tidal circularization process must take over

and drive the orbit from e ≃ 0.9 to e ≃ 0.

When evaluating the small kick regime, previous stud-

ies only considered timescales ≲ 104 orbits or assumed a

constant kick (e.g. Vick & Lai 2018; Wu 2018). In this

paper, we show that when the kick size is allowed to vary

from orbit to orbit, the mode’s amplitude changes are

not necessarily periodic. Rather, they can grow linearly

in time, typically on timescales ≳ 104 orbits. In the ab-

sence of mode damping, this occurs for all values of e

and semi-major axis. When mode damping is included,

the amplitude can grow if the growth rate exceeds the

damping rate. As we will show, this has potentially

important implications for the continued tidal circular-

ization of binaries after they leave the chaotic regime.

A detailed understanding of the change in an oscilla-

tion mode over an orbit is required to implement the

mapping method. Most previous investigations have

used the kick formula from Press & Teukolsky (1977;

hereafter PT77) derived for an unbound (parabolic) or-

bit. One exception was Wu (2018), who presented re-

sults for a bound (elliptic) orbit kick. However, due to

the unexpected “resonant” behavior found in those re-

sults, only the PT77 formula was used in the later ana-

lytic results. Of course, the numerical orbit integrations

presented in that study self-consistently evaluated the

pericenter passage for a bound orbit. Here we revisit the

kick for a bound orbit from one apocenter to the next.

It is shown that there are two physically distinct contri-

butions to the change in mode amplitude over an orbit,

that from the equilibrium tide at apocenter, and from

the dynamical tide kick at pericenter. We show that the

latter reduces to the PT77 result in the limit e → 1.

The former explains the “resonance” features found in

Wu (2018). The two constributions are evaluated sepa-

rately using contour integration in the Appendix.

The plan of the paper is as follows. Section 2 re-

views the dynamical system under consideration, the

kick in mode amplitude each orbit, the backreaction of

the modes on the orbit, and the physical origin of the

small and large kick regimes. Section 3 demonstrates

the evolution of mode amplitude in the small and large

kick regimes, as well as the crucial role of the variation

in kick size from orbit to orbit. To explore the physi-

cal origin of growth in the small kick regime, Section 4

suggests a toy model with the main elements. Section 5

shows, through an analytic derivation and simulations,

that mode damping cannot suppress the growth if the

damping time is longer than the growth time. Section 6

show results for a Jupiter-size planet orbiting a solar-like

star. Section 7 presents the summary and conclusions.

The Appendix contains a detailed discussion of the one-

kick integral.

2. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

2.1. Equations of motion

Consider masses M1 and M2 with radii R1 and R2,

and an orbit in the x-y plane with cylindrical coordi-

nates (r, ϕ). Star 1 is perturbed by the tidal gravity of

star 2. An oscillation mode labeled a in star 1 has com-

plex amplitude qa and gives rise to a physical displace-

ment ξ(x, t) = qa(t)ξa(x)+c.c. from the unperturbed to

perturbed star. The azimuthal index and frequency of

this mode are ma and ωa. The set of coupled equations

for the orbit and mode amplitude are (Weinberg et al.

2012)

r̈=
l2

r3
− GM

r2
+ ar, (1)

l̇= raϕ, (2)

ϕ̇=
ℓ

r2
(3)

q̇a=−iωaqa − γaqa + iωaUa, (4)

where M = M1 +M2 is the total mass, l is the orbital

angular momentum per unit mass, ar and aϕ are the

radial and tangential accelerations of the orbit due to

the perturbed gravity created by the oscillation mode,

and Ua(t) is the projection of the tidal force along mode

a. The energy and angular momentum of the oscillation

mode, including its physically identical complex conju-

gate, are (GM2
1 /R1)|qa|2 and (GM2

1 /R1)|qa|2(ma/ωa).

Excitation of the oscillation mode causes an exchange of

energy and angular momentum with the orbit. Mode en-

ergy and angular momentum are damped into the back-

ground at rate γa.

The tidal driving of mode a is given by

Ua=
M2

M1
WℓmIaℓm

(
R1

r

)ℓ+1

e−imϕ, (5)

where the coefficient Wℓm = 4πYℓm(π/2, 0)/(2ℓ+1) and

the integral (Weinberg et al. 2012)

Iaℓm=
1

M1Rℓ
1

∫
d3xρξ∗a · ∇

(
rℓYℓm

)
(6)
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quantifies the overlap of mode a with the tidal force, or

equivalently the size of the mode’s multipole moments.

For the case considered here, where rotation is ignored,

Iaℓm ∝ δm,maδℓℓa . The eigenfunctions are normalized

to energy GM2
1 /R1 at unit amplitude |qa| = 1. The

accelerations acting on the orbit due to mode a are

ar =−GM

R2
1

(ℓ+ 1)WℓmIaℓmq∗a

(
R1

r

)ℓ+2

e−imϕ + c.c.(7)

aϕ=−GM

R2
1

(im)WℓmIaℓmq∗a

(
R1

r

)ℓ+2

e−imϕ + c.c. (8)

The system of equations can be written as 6 first order

ordinary differential equations for the variables r, ṙ, ϕ,

l, Re(qa) and Im(qa). Additional mode amplitude equa-

tions can be added, with their effects included in ar and

aϕ. Modes in star 2 can be included through interchange

of the labels 1 and 2, as well as letting ϕ → ϕ+ π.

2.2. Approximations

In the absence of wave-background interaction, i.e. ig-

noring wave damping and corotation resonances (Gol-

dreich & Nicholson 1977), energy and angular momen-

tum are conserved for the system of modes and orbit

(e.g. Mardling 1995a). For angular momentum, the

sum of mode angular momentum and orbital angular

momentum is constant, while for energy it is the sum

of mode energy, orbital energy, and interaction energy

that is constant. In previous papers using the map-

ping method, the interaction energy has typically been

ignored, which is formally only valid for an unbound

orbit where bodies proceed to infinite separation. For

a bound orbit, the interaction energy term should in

principle be included, and may change from one apoc-

enter passage to the next. We also ignore the effect of
changes in the other orbital elements such as the lon-

gitude of the pericenter or the epoch of periastron. In

principle, these quantities could change due to the dy-

namical tide at successive pericenter passages, and hence

could contribute to the changes in mode phase needed

for diffusive growth. We continue to ignore these effects

in the current study, but plan to include them in future

work (Lau et al. 2023). Lastly, we ignored the changes

in the background planet due to wave-background inter-

action, including both energy and angular momentum

exchange (e.g. Wu 2018). These deserve attention in a

future study.

2.3. Changes in the orbit due to mode growth

Given these approximations, the changes in semi-

major axis a (not to be confused with the mode in-

dex) and eccentricity e may then be computed as a

function of mode amplitude qa, giving simple expres-

sions in the limit of small mode amplitude. Let a0 and

e0 be the semi-major axis and eccentricity of the orbit

when the mode has zero energy qa = 0, while a and e

are the values for finite qa. It is convenient to define

a rescaled amplitude Qa =
√

2(M1/M2)(a0/R1)qa, for

which |Qa|2 = 1 implies the mode energy equals the

orbital energy GM1M2/2a0. We will use qa and Qa in-

terchangeably, and will drop the mode index a when it

does not cause confusion. The conservation laws then

imply

a=a0
(
1 + |Qa|2

)−1
, (9)

1=

(
a(1− e2)

a0(1− e20)

)1/2

+
man0

2ωa
|Qa|2

(
1− e20

)−1/2
.(10)

Here n0 =
√
GM/a30 and P0 = 2π/n0 are the mean mo-

tion and period of the orbit at zero mode amplitude. For

the demonstration of mode growth at small amplitude,

it is convenient to work in the limit of small |Qa|2, for
which the small deviations δa = a− a0 and δe = e− e0
simplify to

δa

a0
≃−|Qa|2 (11)

δe≃
(
|Qa|2

2e0

)[
−(1− e20) +

man0

ωa

√
1− e20

]
. (12)

The associated change in orbital period is then δP/P0 =

(3/2)δa/a0, while the pericenter shift is

δrp
rp,0

≃
(
|Qa|2

2e0

)[
(1− e0)−

man0

ωa

√
1 + e0
1− e0

]
. (13)

In δrp, the two terms may be comparable implying that

the angular momentum input to the mode, and taken

out of the orbit, should not be neglected.

2.4. The “exact” mapping method

The tidal forces on the mode are largest at pericenter

and the mode receives a kick ∆qa during the pericenter

passage. We define the “exact” orbital mapping tech-

nique to consist of the following three steps (Vick & Lai

2018):

(i) Let qa represent themode amplitude just before

pericenter. (14)

(ii) qa +∆qa is the amplitude just after pericenter

and determines the orbital periodP and eccentricity

e for the ensuing orbit. (15)

(iii) Themode undergoes free oscillation over the rest

of the orbit, and the amplitude just before the next

pericenter passage is (qa +∆qa) exp(−iωaP ). (16)
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Damping may be included in step (iii) through a factor

exp(−γaP ). For simplicity, in this paper we ignore the

anharmonic frequency shift of the mode though formally

it comes in at the same order as the tidal backreaction

as δωa/ωa ∝ |Qa|2. In step (ii), conservation of orbital

plus mode energy, and conservation of orbital plus mode

angular momentum, are used to related the pre- and

post-pericenter passage values of a and e.

2.5. Kicks at pericenter

0 2 4 6 8 10
k/kperi

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

102

|K
22

(k
,e

)|

0.1
0.3
0.5
0.7
0.9

Figure 1. Dynamical tide piece of the one-kick amplitude
for ℓ = m = 2 as a function of k. The different lines are
labeled by the eccentricity.

Equation 4 may be integrated to give the kick ∆qa
for a bound Keplerian orbit and eccentricity e, with the

result

∆qa= i
M2

M1
WℓmIaℓm

(
R1

rp

)ℓ+1

Kℓm

(ωa

n
, e
)

(17)

where the function

Kℓm(k, e)=k(1− e)

∫ π

−π

du

(
1− e

1− e cosu

)ℓ

× cos [k(u− e sinu)−mf(u)] . (18)

Here n =
√
GM/a3 is the mean motion, rp = a(1 − e)

is the pericenter distance, u is the eccentric anomaly,

u − e sinu is the mean anomaly, and f(u) is the true

anomaly. For integer k = ωa/n, Kℓm(k, e) is related to

the well-known Hansen coefficients (e.g. Murray & Der-

mott 2000) which have exponentially small values for

|k| ≫ 1. This is the dynamical tide component, and it

arises from forcing of the mode near pericenter. In the

Appendix, a detailed discussion of Equation 18 is given,

including both the equilibrium and dynamical tide con-

tributions, as well as an efficient numerical method for

their calculation.

Figure 1 shows the dynamical tide contribution to

K22(k, e) as function of k/kperi for a range of eccen-

tricity. Here kperi ≡ (1− e)−3/2 is the harmonic number

corresponding to the pericenter passage. The dynamical

tide kick has roughly the same peak value for different e,

but decreases faster at large k for small e. The parabolic

approximation may overestimate the kicks if applied to

an orbit with e <∼ 0.9. In the Appendix, it is shown

that for an elliptic (0 < e < 1) orbit and |k| ≫ 1, the

dominant dependence in the exponent is given by

Kℓm(k, e)∝ e−k(cosh−1(1/e)−
√
1−e2) (19)

with a prefactor that involves a polynomial in k1/2

and functions of eccentricity. The exponent reduces to

−(23/2/3)k(1 − e)3/2 as e → 1, as found by PT77. At

small e, the exponential factor recovers the power-law

ek behavior expected at small eccentricity.

For non-integer k = ωa/n, as is the case here when no

resonance occurs, Kℓm(k, e) will still have the dynamical

tide component, but a physically distinct piece arises,

as first found in Wu (2018), which can be identified as

coming from the equilibrium tide at apocenter. That

piece involves a factor sin(πk), and hence is zero for

integer k, and exhibits the resonant feature found in

Wu (2018). For larger pericenter distance, or smaller

eccentricities, the dynamical tide piece can be dwarfed

by the equilibrium tide piece, but it is still present.

As the equilibrium tide is strictly a function of the

instantaneous orbital position, it is not an additional

degree of freedom. It provides an additional radial force

acting on the orbit that changes the relationship be-

tween orbital period and radius away from the Keple-

rian value. When dissipative effects are included, the

equilibrium tide may be an important driver of orbital

evolution (e.g. Zahn 1989; Ivanov & Papaloizou 2004).

However, in the inviscid limit considered here it has no

effect on the secular evolution of the orbit. The dy-

namical tide, by contrast, arises due to the additional

degrees of freedom from the mode amplitude, and it can

cause long-term changes in the orbit as energy and an-

gular momentum are shared between orbital and mode

degrees of freedom. Henceforth, the equilibrium tide

kick will be ignored and the mapping will use only the

dynamical tide kick.

2.6. Critical kick and amplitude

The effect of dynamical tides is a strongly decreas-

ing function of the ratio of pericenter crossing time to

mode period, and large kicks require such close encoun-

ters that the body is nearly filling its Roche lobe with

R1 ∼ rp(M1/M2)
1/3. Starting from small amplitude,

the diffusive limit in which the variation of the mode
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phase is large from orbit to orbit, requires (Vick & Lai

2018)

ωaδP ∼ ωaP0|∆Qa|2 >∼ 1 (20)

and hence a critical kick size separating the large and

small kick limits is

∆Qa,cr≡ (ωaP0)
−1/2

≃ 10−2

(√
GMJ/R3

J

ωa

)1/2(
1 yr

P0

)1/2

, (21)

where the fiducial value uses the dynamical frequency

ωa ≃ (GMJ/R
3
J)

1/2 of Jupiter and a 1 year orbital pe-

riod. Short period orbits have large ∆Qa,cr, which dis-

favors the diffusive limit, and vice versa for long-period

orbits. We caution that ∆Qa,cr is only a rough criterion

to separate the two limits.

Wu (2018) has shown that even if ∆Qa < ∆Qa,cr,

diffusion can still occur if the mode amplitude becomes

larger than a critical value

Qa,cr≡
∆Q2

a,cr

∆Qa
, (22)

which is larger than ∆Qa,cr. This latter criterion is rel-

evant to the small kick limit in which ∆Qa < ∆Qa,cr,

as the small kick growth can lead to sufficiently large

amplitudes that diffusion may begin, after which the

growth is faster. Alternatively, if qa,cr is larger than the

wave-breaking amplitude qmax, small kick growth may

proceed all the way to nonlinear amplitudes without dif-

fusive behaivor.

3. MODE GROWTH IN THE LARGE AND SMALL

KICK REGIMES

In this section, examples will be shown of mode growth

in the large and small kick limits, ignoring the effects of

damping.

3.1. Outline of the two regimes

A brief summary of the results is as follows. When

∆Q >∼ ∆Qcr, the mode phase is effectively random be-

tween pericenter passages and a random walk in mode

energy energy occurs (Mardling 1995a; Vick & Lai 2018;

Wu 2018)

|Q(diff)
j |∼ |∆Q| j1/2, (23)

where j is the orbit number. This random walk in mode

energy is called diffusive or chaotic growth. In this

regime, growth of mode energy to the size of the orbital

energy is fast and requires only j ∼ ∆Q−2 orbits. By

contrast, when ∆Q <∼∆Qcr, the change in mode phase

between pericenter passages is much smaller than unity,

and diffusive growth does not occur. Previous investiga-

tions found that on short timescales the mode exhibited

strictly periodic changes in amplitude from one orbit to

the next. However, it will be shown in Section 4 that,

generically, linear growth in the mode amplitude

|Q(small)
j |∼ |∆Q|3j (24)

occurs in this small kick regime. The time to grow to

large amplitudes is then j ∼ ∆Q−3, which is longer both

due to the higher power of ∆Q but also because ∆Q<∼
∆Qcr. Nevertheless, as will be shown in this section, the

small kick instability can still operate and cause growth

to large amplitudes.

3.2. Numerical examples

100 101 102 103 104 105

j =  number of orbits

100

101

102

103

104

|q
|/

q c
r

a = 10 au, rperi = 0.02 au
fixed kick
variable kick
t1/2

Figure 2. Mode amplitude versus orbit number for a0 =
10AU and rp,0 = a0(1− e0) = 0.02AU. For the red line, the
kick is held fixed to that of the initial orbit. For the blue line,
the kick is allowed to vary as the orbit varies, and the mode
angular momentum is included. The green line shows the
expected growth in the diffusive limit. The noisy appearance
of each line is characteristic of the diffusive regime in which
the mode energy undergoes a random walk.

In this section, numerical calculations will be pre-

sented using the “exact” mapping method (Equations

14-16) and the dynamical tide kick for a Keplerian orbit

(Equations 17 and 18). The angular momentum of the

mode is included, so that the orbital angular momentum

varies. The parameters used are M1 = 10−3 M⊙ and

R1 = 10−1 R⊙ for the planet, and M2 = M⊙ for the

star. For Roche-lobe radius Rrl,1 ≃ 0.49a(M1/M2)
1/3

(Eggleton 1983), the planet would fill its Roche lobe at

a separation a = 2R⊙ = 10−2 AU. A single oscillation

mode representing the ℓ = m = 2, prograde f-mode is

included in the the planet (body 1) with mode frequency
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Figure 3. (Left panel) Same log-linear plot as Figure 2, but for a0 = 1AU. In this case the change in mode phase is insufficient
to cause diffusive growth of the mode as seen in Figure 2. (Right panel) Log-log axes where the blue line is the same as in the
left panel, and the green line is the analytic prediction from Equation 38.

ωa =
√

GM1/R3
1 and overlap integral Iaℓm = 0.4 (Yu

et al. 2021). The simulations are stopped either when

|qa| = 1 or a maximum run time is reached.

Figure 2 shows mode amplitude versus orbit number

(j ∝ t) for the case of strong kicks well above the critical

value. The amplitude is observed to undergo irregular

changes and increases roughly with the slope |qa| ∝ j1/2.

The initial orbit has a0 = 10AU and e0 = 0.998, with

initial pericenter a0(1 − e0) = 0.02AU. The red line

uses constant kick given by the initial orbit while the

blue line allows the kick to vary as the orbital energy

and angular momentum vary. Initially the two curves

are in agreement, but they later diverge, as expected

of chaotic orbits receiving slightly different kick values.

Both show the expected linear growth of energy with

time.

Figure 3 uses a smaller a0 = 1AU and e0 = 0.98, with

the same initial pericenter a0(1 − e0) = 0.02AU. The

initial kick amplitude is roughly the same, but the or-
bital energy is 10 times larger, so that diffusive growth

does not occur at small mode amplitude. The kick am-

plitude is near, but smaller than the critical value. The

red line (fixed kick) shows oscillations in the amplitude

for 106 orbits with no sign of growth. The blue line

(variable kick) initially also appears to show oscillations

in the amplitude, agreeing with the red line. However,

after ∼ 104 orbits a trend of increasing amplitude is ap-

parent, and eventually a rapid runaway due to diffusive

growth occurs near 2 × 105 orbits. Hence this “peri-

odic” regime is not truly periodic, as the amplitude still

grows, albeit more slowly than seen in Figure 2. The

key difference allowing mode growth is the variation of

the kick as the orbit varies.

The left panel of Figure 3 uses log-linear axes to more

clearly see the upper envelope of the mode amplitude.

It is clear that the red curve (fixed kick) is not grow-

ing in time, and we have verified this over even longer

run times not shown here. The right panel of Figure 3

uses log-log axes to more clearly see small mode ampli-

tudes. The decreasing lower envelope of the red curve

(fixed kick) is essentially due to sampling a sine curve

at random angles (see Equation 26). The more trials

(larger j) the closer the points get on average to 0 or

π, and the smaller the value of the sine. This gives the

|qj | ∝ 1/j envelope plotted for comparison (cyan line).

The blue line (variable kick) initially shows the qj ∝ 1/j

decrease, but eventually the envelope begins to increase

as qj ∝ j. In Section 4, an analytic model is developed

which shows this linear growth, with Equation 38 show-

ing good agreement with the lower envelope observed in

the numerical results (green curve). Lastly, note that

diffusive growth does not occur in the plot as the am-

plitude has not passed the critical amplitude qa,cr.

Figure 4 shows a0 = 0.1AU and e = 0.8, again with

pericenter a0(1 − e0) = 0.02AU. The orbital energy
is larger by a factor of 10 as compared to the a0 =

1AU case, and hence the kick amplitude ∆Qa is much

smaller than the critical kick ∆Qa,cr. Nonetheless, the

growth occurs in this case as well, albeit on a longer

timescale. Note that even though the initial pericenter

is the same as that in Figures 2 and 3, the elliptic orbit

kick is smaller than the a0 = 1AU case by 60% whereas

the PT77 parabolic kick would have given an identical

kick size.

Growth in the mode amplitude, even for kick ampli-

tudes much smaller than the critical value, is the cen-

tral result of this paper. The authors are unaware of

any previous investigations demonstrating this small-

kick growth, even though we are solving the same equa-

tions. It seems to be a region of parameter space whose

importance was not recognized as longer-timescale sim-

ulations are needed. In detail, Mardling (1995a) used
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Figure 4. Same as Figure 3 but for a0 = 0.1AU. In this case, the kick size is even smaller, relative to the critical kick size,
causing the growth time to increase.

numerical integration of the equations of motion, but

only for ∼ 102 orbits; Vick & Lai (2018) used the map-

ping method with fixed kick for ∼ 104 orbits; and Wu

(2018) used numerical integration of the equations of

motion for ∼ 103 orbits.

As for the case of the more rapid diffusive growth,

the small-kick growth may be of astrophysical interest

if large amplitudes may be obtained which then allow

rapid orbital evolution.

4. ANALYTIC MODEL

To better understand the origin of the growth ob-

served for small kick size, an analytic model is developed

in this section to treat the initial growth with |Qa| ≪ 1.

The key new element is the variation of the kick size as

the orbit varies.

4.1. Constant kick

To review, first consider the Vick and Lai map (Vick

& Lai 2018, hereafter VL18; see also Wu 2018)

Qj+1=(Qj +∆Q) e−iωaP0(1+|Qj+∆Q|2)
−3/2

(25)

which assumes constant kick ∆Q. Here Qj is the mode

amplitude and j labels the orbit number for the map-

ping. The initial condition is taken to be Q0 = 0

here. In the large kick limit, the phase factor in the

exponent is effectively random giving |Qj | ≃ |∆Q|j1/2
(Kochanek 1992; Mardling 1995a). For the small kick

limit, an analytic solution has previously been de-

rived by VL18. Treating the orbital period Pj+1 =

P0

(
1 + |Qj +∆Q|2

)−3/2 ≃ P0, for small Qj , the re-

sulting linear difference equation may be solved using

a “summing factor” (Bender & Orszag 1978), giving an

the oscillatory solution

Q
(0)
j =∆Q

(
e−ijωaP0 − 1

1− eiωaP0

)
(26)

with energy

|Q(0)
j |2= |∆Q|2

(
sin2(jωaP0/2)

sin2(ωaP0/2)

)
. (27)

This is analogous to the driven, undamped harmonic

oscillator, and implies purely oscillatory behavior with

no growth. Equation 26 breaks down for resonances

ωaP0 = 2πn for integer n (not to be confused with

mean motion). For an exact resonance, there is an initial

growth phase linear in time, Qj ≃ j∆Q, which termi-

nates when the frequency shifts at ωaP0j
2|∆Q|2>∼1 (e.g.

VL18). At this point, the amplitude is large enough to

significantly shift ωaP/π away from an integer value,

and the linear growth transitions into oscillation.

The effect of varying orbital period may be included

in the VL18 map assuming that ωaP0|∆Q|2 ≪ 1 so that

the changes in orbital period is small. The exponent in

Equation 25 may then be expanded as

Qj+1≃ (Qj +∆Q) e−iωaP0

×
(
1 +

3

2
iωaP0|Qj +∆Q|2

)
. (28)

This equation may be solved using perturbation theory,

Qj ≃ Q
(0)
j +Q

(1)
j , with Equation 26 as the zeroth order

solution. The correction Q
(1)
j has a piece linear in j, as

well as oscillatory pieces ringing at different frequencies

sourced by the nonlinear term. The linear in j term is

Q
(1)
j ≃ 9

8
iωaP0j

(
|∆Q|2

sin2(ωaP0/2)

)
×
(

∆Q

1− eiωaP0

)
e−ijωaP0 . (29)

The expansion Q
(1)
j

<∼Q
(0)
j is only valid for small j. How-

ever the form of Equation 26 and 29 suggest that these

two terms can be combined to yield a purely oscillatory
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solution Q
(0)
j + Q

(1)
j ∝ exp(−ijωaP ) valid at all times,

but with a slightly shifted period

P ≃ P0

(
1− 9

8

|∆Q|2
sin2(ωaP0/2)

)
. (30)

Hence in the constant-kick case, and for small kick sizes

∆Q <∼ ∆Qcr, the mode amplitude is expected to have

purely oscillatory behavior at all times, ringing at mul-

tiples of the orbital period P that is shifted from the

zero-amplitude period P0. This purely oscillatory be-

havior agrees with the constant-kick results in Figures 3

and 4 over >∼106 orbits, and we see the same dependence

over even longer timescales in runs not shown here.

4.2. Dependence of kick size on amplitude

With the constant kick case understood analytically,

we now turn to the role of kick varying from orbit to

orbit. With the growth of the mode amplitude Q, the

semi-major axis and eccentricity vary as in Equations 11

and 12. As a and e vary, so does the kick ∆Q. For ellip-

tic orbits, and mode frequency ωa larger than pericenter-

crossing frequency n(1−e)−3/2, the main dependence of

∆Q on a and e is through the exponent (see Equation

19 and Equation 14 in the Appendix)

∆Q∝ e−(ωa/n)(cosh
−1(1/e)−

√
1−e2)

≡ e−(ωa/n)g(e). (31)

The kick ∆Q at finite Q can then be related to the kick

at Q = 0, ∆Q0, using Equations 9 and 10 to find

∆Q≃ ∆Q0

(
1− ζ|Q|2

)
, (32)

where derivatives of the exponent give

ζ=

(
ωa

n0

)(
−3

2
g − dg

de

1− e2

2e
+

dg

de

√
1− e2

2e

man0

ωa

)
.(33)

In the 1− e ≪ 1 limit this reduces to

ζ≃
(
ωa

n0

)
(1− e0)

5/2

(
4
√
2

5
− man0

ωa(1− e0)3/2

)

≃ (1− e0)

[
16

5

(
ωa

ωdyn,1

)(
rp

rp,Roche1

)3/2

−ma

]
.(34)

To make the numerical estimate in the second expres-

sion, let body 1 be a planet and body 2 a much

more massive star. Here ωdyn,1 =
√
GM1/R3

1 is the

dynamical frequency of the planet, and rp,Roche1 ≃
2R1(M2/M1)

3/2 is the orbital separation at which the

planet fills its Roche lobe. For an f-mode in the planet

with ωa ∼ ωdyn,1, and the planet nearly filling its Roche

lobe at pericenter, the two terms in Equation 34 are

comparable for ma = 2. For wider orbital separations

the first term will dominate. For a fixed pericenter dis-

tance rp, the 1− e0 factor out front implies ζ is smaller

for more eccentric orbits.

4.3. Map including varying kick

Equation 32 suggests the following new map that al-

lows for a variable kick size:

Qj+1=
[
Qj +∆Q0

(
1− ζ|Qj |2

)]
× e

−iωaP0

(
1+|Qj+∆Q0(1−ζ|Qj |2)|2

)−3/2

. (35)

Naively, one would expect that the inclusion of the vary-

ing kick could only make the mode amplitudes smaller,

as the kick decreases with increasing mode amplitude.

However, the introduction of the ζ|Qj |2 term in the pref-

actor gives rise to a resonance and linear growth in the

mode amplitude, as will now be shown.

Equation 35 will be solved using perturbation theory

in powers of the mode amplitude. At zeroth order, vari-

ations in orbital period and kick size are ignored to find

Equation 26. As the shift in orbital period has already

been discussed, here we set the exponent to −iωaP0 and

focus on the change in kick size in the prefactor. The

deviation from Q
(0)
j , again called Q

(1)
j , satisfies the equa-

tion

Q
(1)
j+1=

[
Q

(1)
j − ζ∆Q0|Q(0)

j |2
]
e−iωaP0

=

[
Q

(1)
j − ζ∆Q0|∆Q0|2

(
2− e−ijωaP0 − eijωaP0

4 sin2(ωaP0/2)

)]
× e−iωaP0 . (36)

Multiplying by the summing factor exp(i(j + 1)ωaP0)

puts the equation in the form

Q
(1)
j+1e

i(j+1)ωaP0 −Q
(1)
j eijωaP0

=

(
ζ∆Q0|∆Q0|2

4 sin2(ωaP0/2)

)(
1− 2eijωaP0 + e2ijωaP0

)
,(37)

where the left hand side is now a discrete derivative

which can be immediately summed (Bender & Orszag

1978). On the right-hand side, the constant term gives

j upon summing. This is the resonant term. The other

two terms are oscillatory upon summing, and will be ig-

nored as they do not grow. The linearly growing piece

of the solution is then

Q
(1)
j ≃

(
ζ∆Q0|∆Q0|2

4 sin2(ωaP0/2)

)
j e−ijωaP0 . (38)

The explicit factor of j implies the amplitude increases

linearly in time t = jP0, while the oscillatory piece is



9

the same as for Q
(0)
j . Here Q

(1)
j cannot be combined

with Q
(0)
j to give a period shift as it does not have the

right complex phase. Equation 38 demonstrates growth

at small amplitudes in the analytic model.

10 4 10 3 10 2 10 1 100 101

j (106)

10 7

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

|Q
(1

)
j

|

numerical
analytic

Figure 5. Mode amplitude |Q(1)
j | versus orbit number j

for the analytic model in Equation 35. The variation of the
orbital period in the exponent has been ignored. The red
line is the numerical solution minus Q

(0)
j from Equation 26.

The blue line is the linearly increasing term in Equation 38.
The parameters used are ∆Q0 = 4 × 10−4 = 10−2∆Qcr,
ωaP0 = 2π× 100.1, and ζ = 1. Only roughly 1 in 100 points
are plotted.

Figure 5 shows the numerical solution of Equation 35,

with Q
(0)
j from Equation 26 subtracted off, versus the

linearly increasing solution in Equation 38. The orbital

period has been treated as constant so that the exponent

is −iωaP0. There is good agreement with the analytic

solution over millions of orbits and amplitude growth by

a factor of ∼ 106, verifying that resonant growth due to

the varying kick is the cause of the amplitude increase

for small kick size.

The linear in time growth is seen not only for this

simplified analytic model, but also for the “exact” map

in Equations 14-16. The right-hand panels in Figures

3 and 4 show the numerical solutions against the ana-

lytic solution from Equation 38, where the parameters

in that equation such as P0 and ζ have been computed

using the initial values of a and e. While the lower en-

velope of the constant kick line decreases with time, as

the sin function sin(jωaP ) is effectively sampled with

random arguments that are occasionally near 0 and π,

the case with varying kick shows a lower envelope in-

creasing linearly in time, and with good agreement with

Equation 38. Hence while Equation 38 was derived for

a toy model, it appears to have qualitative and some

quantitative agreement with the exact map.

4.4. Growth time in the small kick regime

The orbital evolution is fastest when the mode am-

plitude is largest. A fiducial growth time to reach the

wave-breaking amplitude |qa| = qmax is given by

tgr
P0

=21/2qmax

(
M1

M2

)1/2(
a0
R1

)1/2

(ωaP0)
3/2

×
(
∆Qcr

|∆Q0|

)3(
4 sin2(ωaP0/2)

ζ

)
≃105

(qmax

0.1

)( M1

10−3 M2

)1/2(
a0

200R1

)1/2

×

(
ωa√

GMJ/R3
J

)3/2(
P0

1 yr

)3/2

×
(
∆Qcr

|∆Q0|

)3(
sin2(ωaP0/2)

10ζ

)
. (39)

Midway between resonances, ωaP0 ≫ 1 and ζ <∼ 1 im-

ply growth times much longer than the orbital time. The

minimum growth time is found by using the maximum

kick size Qcr for the small-kick regime, and depends on

the orbital separation and mass ratio. For the fiducial

parameters used, and kick sizes approaching the crit-

ical value, growth times ∼ 106 orbits are much longer

than the orbital timescale, but may also be much shorter

than the ages for systems that have undergone billions

of orbits.

In this idealized dynamical system, all binaries whose

response to the tidal force may be modeled as an un-

damped oscillation will undergo growth, either in the

small or large kick regime. In practice, the growth time

may be so long as to be uninteresting when other effects

are taken into account. Growth may also be limited by

mode damping, as discussed in the following section.

5. THE ROLE OF LINEAR DAMPING

Including linear damping in the map, but again ig-

noring variations of the orbital period in the exponent,

Equation 35 becomes

Qj+1=
[
Qj +∆Q

(
1− ζ|Qj |2

)]
e−(iωa+γ)P0 . (40)

At zeroth order in the amplitude the solution becomes

Q
(0)
j =∆Q0

(
e−jγP0−ijωaP0 − 1

1− eγP0+iωaP0

)
(41)

so that the oscillations damp away for jγP0
>∼ 1 and the

zeroth order piece becomes independent of time. At first

order there is also a constant term, as well as the linearly

increasing term which becomes

Q
(1)
j ≃

(
ζ∆Q0|∆Q0|2

4 sin2(ωaP0/2) + (γP0)2

)
× j e−jγP0−ijωaP0 . (42)
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The denominator takes on the expected Lorentzian form

when damping is included, and an exponential damp-

ing in time is also found. The time-dependence Q
(1)
j ∝

j exp(−jγP0) implies a maximum amplitude near the

time jP0 ∼ γ−1. In order for the mode amplitude to

have time to grow to large amplitudes requires that

tgr<∼γ−1. (43)

Growth then requires long mode damping times and

large kick sizes, which in the small kick regime are lim-

ited by the critical value.

100 101 102 103 104 105

j

10 2

10 1

100

101

|Q
j|/

Q
cr

tgr = 0.1
tgr = 1
tgr = 10

Figure 6. Mode amplitude versus orbit number for the
map in Equation 40 including varying kick size and damping.
The lines represent solutions to Equation 35 including both
damping and orbital period changes in the exponent. The
parameters used are ωaP0 = 2π × 100.5, ζ = 1 and initial
kick ∆Q0 = 0.5∆Qcr. The three lines represent different
values of damping given by γtgr = 0.1, 1, 10, where tgr is in
Equation 39.

The analytic expectations for the role of damping are

verified in Figure 6, in which the new map is used in-

cluding mode damping as well as orbital period changes

in the exponent. Damping rates γtgr ≫ 1 (blue line)

are unable to grow sufficiently to shift the frequency

and start the phase of more rapid diffusive growth. In

this case the amplitude settles down to a constant. For

the weakly damped case γtgr = 0.1 (black line), the am-

plitude grows linearly until diffusive growth commences.

The saturation in this model is artificial, and is enforced

by the kick going to zero when |Qj |2 approaches ζ−1.

The case of γtgr = 1 (red line) also shows growth, al-

though it is delayed as compared to the weakly damping

case.

With the origin of the linear growth understood, the

next section will discuss an application to hot Jupiters.

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR HOT-JUPITERS

The central result of this paper is that oscillation

modes in inviscid bodies in an eccentric binary will

generically grow. The question addressed in this section

is the extent to which mode growth in the slower small

kick regime causes further orbital evolution outside the

diffusive regime.

The growth must saturate at some point, and the or-

bital evolution rate is sensitive to the saturation am-

plitude. Wu (2018) suggested that mode amplitudes

would be limited below some qmax by catastrophic non-

linear processes, and would be reduced during a sudden

transition to a much smaller amplitude qmin, after which

normal evolution by the mapping method would resume.

Cycles of mode growth and sudden decrease then occur.

For the diffusive case, this orbital evolution ends when

the mode has |∆Q0| <∼ ∆Qcr as well as |Q| < Qcr and

growth no longer occurs.

Here we consider a Jupiter mass and radius planet or-

biting a solar mass perturber. The initial condition for

the orbit is a = 3AU and e = 0.995. Only the prograde

f-mode in the planet is evolved, and it is assumed to have

frequency ωa = 5.64× 10−4 rad s−1 and overlap integral

Iaℓm = 0.4 (Yu et al. 2021). The effect of tidal heating

on the planetary structure is not included. The “ex-

act” mapping method discussed in Section 2 is used for

the map. The angular momentum of the mode is taken

into account, so that both orbital energy and angular

momentum vary. As discussed in the Appendix, the dy-

namical tide piece of the one-kick integrals Kℓm(k, e) are

interpolated over a fine grid in k and e, and the equilib-

rium tide contribution is ignored.

The left column of Figure 7 shows evolution if the kick

amplitude is fixed during the evolution and if there is no

linear damping. For the assumed parameters, the peri-

center distance is small enough that the evolution starts

out in the chaotic regime and growth to qmax occurs in

≃ 103 yr. The resulting large amplitude causes a sig-

nificant decrease of the semi-major axis to a ≃ 0.1AU

and eccentricity e ≃ 0.9. At that point, the kicks are

no longer large enough for the evolution to stay in the

chaotic regime, due to the increase in orbital binding

energy as compared to mode energy. Once the system

drops out of the diffusive regime, the orbital evolution

halts.

The right column of Figure 7 shows a simulation for

the same parameters as the left column, but allowing the

kick size to vary self-consistently as the orbit varies, in

particular as the pericenter separation varies. The key

difference is that even after the system is no longer in

the diffusive regime (t>∼ 103 yr, a<∼ 0.1AU), orbital evo-

lution continues due to the small-kick growth. Cycles

of small-kick growth and rapid decay continue to oc-
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Figure 7. Evolutionary calculation for a binary containing a hot Jupiter perturbed by a solar-type star. In the left column
the kick amplitude is fixed throughout the evolution at the initial value. The kick amplitude is allowed to vary self-consistently
in the right column. The top, middle, and bottom panels show mode amplitude, semi-major axis and pericenter distance, and
eccentricity versus time. The values q2min = 10−3 and q2max = 0.1 have been used, as well as a single prograde (m = 2) mode.
Note that the orbital evolution halts after ∼ 104 yr for fixed kick amplitude. Due to the large number of mapping iterations,
points are only plotted over a logarithmically increasing time step, so that some detail may be missing over short time intervals.

cur. As the pericenter moves outward, the kick size de-

creases with time and this causes the small kick growth

timescale to increase with time, so that the duration of

each “sawtooth” cycle gets longer. Within t ≃ 107 yr the

semi-major axis further shrunk to a ≃ 0.03AU and, sig-

nificantly, the eccentricity to e ≃ 0.2. While this eccen-

tricity is still larger than most present-day hot Jupiters,

the orbit is now so close and nearly circular that the

dissipative equilibrium tide may be effective in further

circularizing the orbit (e.g. Ivanov & Papaloizou 2004).

Hence the combination of an early phase of diffusive evo-

lution, and a subsequent phase of small kick evolution

may achieve better agreement with the observed popu-

lation of hot Jupiters.

Figure 8 considers the same parameters and initial

conditions as Figure 7, but now includes a specific model

for mode damping in which the damping rate γ(t) = 1/t

is used, where t is the age. This damping rate rapidly

decreases over time. Again there is an initial phase of

diffusive growth seen in both panels, and the evolution

in the small-kick phase is both qualitatively and quanti-

tatively similar. In particular, the orbit again circular-

izes to e ∼ 0.2 within 107 yr. Some details of the mode

amplitude evolution are different, in particular specific

times where the amplitudes deviate from the γa = 0

curves, likely due to passing through resonances and

then undergoing subsequent damping. In addition, at

late times t = 107 − 108 yr, the mode growth is slower,

and starts decaying near the end. This may be due to

the kick size becoming small enough that the growth

time is comparable to the mode damping time.

Is the assumption of negligible mode damping appro-

priate for the Jupiter-size planets of interest? If we as-

sume that mode damping times are comparable to the

age of the planet, perhaps after an initial thermal time

(Arras & Bildsten 2006), then at some point the age

will be greater than the small-kick growth time, and

growth will begin to occur. For example, if their lin-

ear damping is dominated by turbulent viscosity in the

interior convection zone, the damping rate is propor-
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Figure 8. Same as Figure 7, but including an f-mode damping rate γ(t) = 1/t that decreases as the planet ages.

tional to a power of the internal luminosity through

the eddy speed. For instance, for eddy viscosity re-

duced by a factor (ωaτeddy)
−2, where τeddy is the eddy

turnover time, turbulent viscosity is proportional to lu-

minosity (Goldreich & Nicholson 1977). After forma-

tion, as the planet cools and the internal luminosity

drops, the damping rates decrease as well. Arras &

Bildsten (2006) shows scaling for power-law indices of

luminosity with time which are order unity, which moti-

vates the scaling used here. We have constructed MESA

models for M = 0.5 − 2MJ planets, and for quadratic

viscosity (appropriate for short mode periods) we do find

damping rates falling steeply with age, motivating the

simple model adopted here.

7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The goal of this paper is to understand the long-term

evolution of a binary orbit including the dynamical tide.

As integrations of the coupled orbital and mode equa-

tions over billions of orbits are challenging, the map-

ping method is used (Ivanov & Papaloizou 2004; Vick &

Lai 2018; Wu 2018), in which the dynamical tide “kick”

at pericenter causes an exchange of energy and angular

momentum with the orbit, which may be modeled ana-

lytically instead of through direction integration of the

equations of motion.

We have improved upon previous investigations by us-

ing the dynamical tide kick for a bound Keplerian or-

bit (see the Appendix). Long term simulations in which

the kick was allowed to vary self-consistently (Section 3)

gave the surprising result that even for small kick ampli-

tudes the mode amplitude grew to large values. Previous

investigations (Mardling 1995a; Vick & Lai 2018; Wu

2018) using a fixed kick or shorter integration times did

not show this growth for small kick values. Hence, the

central result of this paper is that, for weak mode damp-

ing, the mode amplitude will grow to large values for any

values of semi-major axis, eccentricity, and kick size, as

long as the kick is allowed to vary self-consistently as

the orbit varies.

When mode damping is included it is found that this

can suppress the small-kick regime of growth if the

small-kick growth time is longer than the mode damping

time. As f-mode damping times in Jupiter-size planets

increase strongly with age, for instance if the damping

is due to turbulent viscosity, then for sufficiently close

orbits eventually an age will be reached where the small-

kick growth may occur.
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The growth of the mode amplitude must eventually

saturate, and the saturation amplitude effects the or-

bital evolution as it is most rapid when the mode am-

plitude is largest. We used the nonlinear saturation pre-

scription from Wu (2018) in which the amplitude is de-

creased when it becomes larger than a critical value. The

resultant small-kick evolution was then a “sawtooth”

pattern of linear growth and sudden decreases. As the

orbit evolves and the pericenter moves out, the kick size

decreases and the interval for the sawtooth becomes

longer. If this continued until the growth time was

longer than the damping time, the evolution would shut

off, but could perhaps restart once these two timescales

again become comparable.

We have performed preliminary estimates of the dy-

namical tide kicks to the mode amplitude for the ob-

served transiting exoplanets. We find a sample of sys-

tems with estimated small-kick growth times (see Equa-

tion 39) much shorter than the Gyr ages of the systems.

While this is suggestive that the mode amplitudes in

these systems may be undergoing growth, if they are

not damped too heavily, the circularization time is much

longer than the growth time, and depends on the pre-

scription for saturation. We leave more detailed studies

of orbital evolution of individual systems to a future in-

vestigation.

Previous investigations (e.g. Wu 2018) found that

diffusive growth of the planetary f-mode in the large-

kick regime would lead to rapid orbital shrinkage, but

upon exiting the diffusive regime at e ∼ 0.9 the theory

would predict a large population of highly eccentric or-

bits. Simulations presented here show that subsequent

orbital evolution relying on the small-kick regime may

further decrease the eccentricity to e ∼ 0.2 on timescales

much less than the Gyrs ages of these systems. As the

equilibrium tide circularization timescales for small ec-

centricities may be less than the Gyr ages, that separate

mechanism may take over at e ∼ 0.2 and explain the

present-day e ∼ 0 population.

There are key issues related to the evolution of the

background planet which have been ignored in this study

for simplicity. As the orbital evolution rate is faster

for larger mode amplitude, it depends sensitively on the

saturation level of the mode. As pointed out by Wu

(2018), dissipation of a mode energy of order the bind-

ing energy into heat is not a small perturbation on the

planet’s structure. However, as f-modes are primarily

surface waves, if the dissipation occurs in a thin layer

near the surface, this may lead to expansion and loss

of that layer, without affecting the deeper layers of the

planet much.

As a nonlinear ma = 2 f-mode also carries enough

angular momentum to spin the planet up to the breakup

speed, the spin evolution is also important. If all the

angular momentum of the prograde mode is transferred

to the background planet, this could result in large shifts

in the f-mode frequencies. A higher prograde f-mode

frequency would give an exponentially smaller Kℓm(k, e)

kick size as k is larger (Yu et al. 2022). This would

make the small-kick growth time longer. However, loss

of angular momentum associated with mass loss may be

able to shed some fraction of the angular momentum.

The role of nonlinear evolution and outflows deserves

further study.
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APPENDIX

Key to the mapping method is the ability to rapidly evaluate the 1-kick amplitude ∆q ∝ Kℓm(ωa/n, e). In this

Appendix, the integrals for ℓ = 2 and m = −2, 0, 2 will be evaluated using the method of steepest descent to convert the

oscillatory integrand into one that decreases exponentially away from the saddle point (PT and Lai 1997). The resulting

expressions will require far fewer points to attain the same accuracy, and will also allow analytic approximations to

be developed. In addition, the contour integration allows a separation of the kick amplitude into equilibrium and

dynamical tide parts. Integration by parts greatly simplifies the dynamical tide piece.
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The Hansen coefficients arise in the discrete Fourier expansion in time of the tidal potential for a fixed Keplerian

orbit. They are defined as

X lm
k (e)=

1

2π

∫ π

−π

du
cos (k(u− e sinu)−mf(u))

(1− e cosu)ℓ
, (1)

where radius r(u)/a = 1 − e cosu, true anomaly f(u) = 2 tan−1
(√

(1 + e)/(1− e) tan(u/2)
)

and mean anomaly

nt(u) = u − e sinu have been expressed in terms of the eccentric anomaly u. Here ℓ, m, and k are considered to be

integers, and k describes the harmonic of the orbital frequency. The mf(u) factor can be simplified using

e−if(u)=
cosu− e− i

√
1− e2 sinu

1− e cosu
(2)

to transform the integral to

Xℓm
k =

1

2π

∫ π

−π

du eik(u−e sinu)

(
cosu− e− i

√
1− e2 sinu

)m
(1− e cosu)

ℓ+m
. (3)

In turning this integral over real u into an integral in the complex plane, care must be taken with poles in the

integrand. For ℓ+m ≥ 1, the factor (1− e cosu)−l−m has infinitely many poles of order ℓ+m in the upper-half plane

at u = 2πn + iy0, while cosu − e − i
√
1− e2 sinu has infinitely many poles in the lower half plane at u = 2πn − iy0,

where n is an integer and y0(e) = cosh−1(1/e). For k > 0, the integrand must be closed in the upper half plane for

convergence. The pole in the upper-half plane along the imaginary axis is shown in Figure 9.

The integral Kℓm(k, e) in Equation 18 for the one-kick amplitude is related to the Hansen coefficients as

Kℓm(k, e)=2πk(1− e)ℓ+1Xℓm
k (e). (4)

While these two integrals may look identical, there is one key difference. In the one-kick integral the ratio k = ωa/n

may be any real number, while for the Hansen coefficients k is an integer. Allowing k to be non-integer introduces

a qualitatively different contribution to the integral, an oscillatory dependence on k due to the equilibrium tide at

apocenter. This contribution can actually dominate the dynamical tide piece for small eccentricity. Aside from that,

the dynamical pieces will be shown to have an identical form for real or integer k.

The difficulty with evaluating the Hansen coefficients for large k is that small steps in u are required to resolve the

short-timescale oscillations in the integrand. Using complex variables, the integration contour can be deformed to

eliminate the oscillations using the steepest descent method, producing a Gaussian integral dominated by the saddle

point.

In the method of steepest descents (e.g. Bender & Orszag 1978), k is considered to be large. Its coefficient in the

exponent should have constant imaginary part to eliminate oscillations. In our case, plugging in u = x+ iy gives

ik (u− e sinu)= ik [x+ iy − e (sinx cosh y + i cosx sinh y)]

= ik [x− e sinx cosh y]− k [y + cosx sinh y] . (5)

The imaginary part is made to be zero if we choose a steepest descent contour

cosh y(x)=
x

e sinx
,

sinh y(x)=+

√( x

e sinx

)2
− 1, (6)

where −π ≤ x ≤ π. This contour is shown in Figure 9 for C2 and C4. The integral will be convergent in the upper-half

plane for k > 0. The steepest descent integrals C2 and C4 will be dominated by the saddle point (x, y) = (0, y0(e))

as the exponential factor decreases rapidly at large x for k > 0 in the y > 0 upper half plane. In Figure 9, a closed,

counterclockwise contour would not enclose any poles and so the residue is zero. Hence the contour can be deformed

so that

X lm
k (e)=C0 = (C1 + C5) + (C2 + C3 + C4) ≡ Eℓm

k (e) +Dℓm
k (e) (7)
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Figure 9. Contour for the steepest descent method for the Hansen coefficients. The original integral is the contour C0, which
is deformed into C1 − C5. The steepest descent contour is C2 + C4. The equilibrium tide contribution from the apocenter is
C1 + C5, and the contribution from the semicircle C3 is ero as the radius of this circle shrinks to zero.

where we have collected together two distinct terms with different behavior.

First consider the C1 and C5 = C∗
1 contours, which will be denoted Eℓm

k (e). The path for C1 is u = −π+ iy so that

sinu = −i sinh y and cosu = − cosh y, giving

C1=
i

2π
e−ikπ

∫ ∞

0

e−k(y+ke sinh y)

(
− cosh y − e−

√
1− e2 sinh y

)m
(1 + e cosh y)

ℓ+m
. (8)

For large k, this integral is dominated by small y, for which the leading order term is

C1≃ (−1)m
i

2πk(1 + e)ℓ+1
e−ikπ. (9)

Combining with C5 = C∗
1 gives

Eℓm
k (e)=C1 + C5 ≃ (−1)m

sin(πk)

πk(1 + e)ℓ+1
. (10)

This result can be checked using the mode amplitude mapping equation. Evaluating the difference in mode amplitude

from one apocenter to the next, and plugging in the equilibrium tide amplitude qa = Ua gives the equilibrium tide

contribution to be

Kℓm(k, e)≃2(−1)m
(
1− e

1 + e

)ℓ+1

sin(πk), (11)

in agreement with Equation 10 and 4. This verifies that the C1 + C5 contribution is due to the equilibrium tide

contribution at apocenter. This piece is zero for integer k, but nonzero for general k = ωa/n. For small e or large k it

may dominate the dynamical tide piece.

The remaining three pieces C2, C3 and C4 = C∗
2 may be greatly simplified through integration by parts. The reason

is that the saddle point u = iy0(e) is also a pole, and so each of the three integrals contains divergent contributions

from near the pole. These divergent pieces may be shown to all cancel each other to give the finite, physical answer.

Integration by parts will remove these divergences, leaving an integrand which is finite everywhere. The boundary

terms either vanish or cancel in pairs.

Integration by parts is also motivated by the fact that X22
0 (e) = 0, even though the integrand is nonzero and is

even about pericenter. Contributions from different portions of the integral cancel against each other. This motivates
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that the integrand for that case can be written as the derivative of another function, and the fundamental theorem of

calculus then evaluates that other function at the endpoints, yielding zero for X22
0 (e).

The dynamical tide contribution is labeled Dℓm
K (e) = C2 + C∗

2 . For ℓ = m = 2, two integrations by parts give the

result

2πC2=
k2

3e2

∫
du eik(u−e sinu) [if(u)(1− e cosu)− 2ieη sinu− e cosu(1− e cosu)

+ (1− e cosu) ln(1− e cosu) + 2η2
]
, (12)

where the integral is over −π ≤ x ≤ 0 along the contour y(x) in Equation 6. Similarly, for ℓ = 2 and m = 0, one

integration by parts gives

2πC2=− ik

η3

∫
du eik(u−e sinu) [f(u)(1− e cosu) + ηe sinu] . (13)

The integrands in equations 12 and 13 are finite near the pole and hence as semi-circle radius around the pole is taken

to zero the contribution C3 = 0. The integrand for X2,−2
k (e) contains no 1 − e cosu factors in the denominator and

does not require integration by parts.

For large k, Gaussian integrals are obtained with the dominant contribution near the saddle point. We find that the

first terms in a large k expansion are

X2,−2
k (e)= e−k(y0−η) e2

4
√
2πη9/2k1/2

X2,0
k (e)= e−k(y0−η) k1/2√

2πη3/2

X2,2
k (e)= e−k(y0−η) (2ηk)

3/2

3
√
πe2

, (14)

where again these formulas are valid for k > 0, and k < 0 values may use the identity Xℓ,−m
−k = Xℓm

k . The exponential

factor in Equation 14 appeared in the text in Equation 19.
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Figure 10. Hansen coefficients for ℓ = m = 2 as a function of k for e = 0.3 (left) and e = 0.6 (right). The solid red line uses
the original integral in Equation 1, the dashed blue line is the full contour integration result, while the dashed cyan line is just
the dynamical tide piece from contour integration. The dashed yellow line is the asymptotic expansion in Equation 14.

Figure 10 compares the original u integration with the contour integral, showing good agreement. For the e = 0.3 and

e = 0.6 cases shown, the dynamical tide dominates at small k <∼ 10kperi, beyond which the oscillatory equilibrium tide

contribution dominates. The spacing of k values is 0.1, including integer values where the equilibrium tide contribution

is zero. That is where the full curve, when dominated by the equilibrium tide, extends down to the dynamical tide
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curve. The asymptotic expansion shows agreement for large k. Including additional terms in the expansion may

improve the accuracy, although convergence is slow. Plots for m = 0 and m = −2 are similar, but their dynamical

tide component is smaller relative to the equilibrium tide.

Figure 10 may be compared to Figure 1 in Wu (2018). In that case, the same integral was performed over a fixed

bound orbit, with the x-axis plotted as mode period instead of k/kperi. A dynamical tide piece is clearly evident,

with amplitude falling steeply as k increases. For sufficiently short mode periods, a transition is found from smooth

exponential decrease to a rapidly oscillating behavior, which may be identified as the equilibrium tide contribution

discussed here. In their plot, the curves do not always extend down to the dynamical tide curve, likely due to the

spacing of the points used. The rapid oscillation is due to the sin(πk) dependence of the equilibrium tide contribution,

which oscillates as the mode shifts into and out of resonance with the orbit.

For the mapping simulations described in this paper, the dynamical tide portion of X lm
k (e) is tabulated using

numerical integration for e = 0.0001 to 0.9999 in steps of 0.0001. For each e, 1000 values of k are tabulated in between

k = 1 and k = 10(1− e)−3/2. For k > 10(1− e)−3/2, the asymptotic expansions in Equation 14 are used.

REFERENCES

Arras, P., & Bildsten, L. 2006, ApJ, 650, 394,

doi: 10.1086/506011

Barker, A. J. 2022, The Astrophysical Journal, 927, L36,

doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ac5b63

Bender, C. M., & Orszag, S. A. 1978, Advanced

Mathematical Methods for Scientists and Engineers

Eggleton, P. P. 1983, ApJ, 268, 368, doi: 10.1086/160960

Gold, R., Bernuzzi, S., Thierfelder, M., Brügmann, B., &
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