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In the post-Newtonian (PN) expansion, we extend the determination of quasicircular orbital
parameters to be used by subsequent full numerical simulations to the 3.5PN order, and find that
this leads to lower eccentricities, e, than with our previous method that used up to 3PN order. We
also supplement the computation of the radial infall due to radiation reaction and the location of
the center of mass to 3.5PN order, providing explicit formulas. In addition, we consider the small
mass ratio limit by explicitly including the Schwarzschild and Kerr limits, the later in quasi-isotropic
as well as in our standard use of ADMTT coordinates. We evolve binaries with a ¢ = 1/16 mass
ratio by using 3PN, 3.5PN, 3.5PN+Schwarzschild, 3.5PN+KerrQISO and 3.5PN+KerrADMTT
quasicircular data for three different configurations where the larger hole intrinsic spins are x* =
—0.8, —0.4 and +0.8. Using different measures of eccentricity from the black hole trajectories and
from the waveform amplitudes and phases, we determine a systematic reduction of eccentricities
with respect to the 3PN initial values by factors of up to an order of magnitude, and reaching the
desired e ~ 10~ threshold.

PACS numbers: 04.25.dg, 04.25.Nx, 04.30.Db, 04.70.Bw

I. INTRODUCTION

The breakthroughs in numerical relativity (NR) [TH3]
have enabled the detailed modeling of gravitational waves
from the merger of binary black holes (BBHs), predic-
tions eventually first detected ten years afterwards by
LIGO []. Since then, improvements in the modeling of
gravitational waves [5] and the creation of full numeri-
cal simulations catalogs [6HS] have gone along with the
detection of over a hundred BBH mergers [9].

To represent the most likely configurations at the late
inspiral stages of the binaries, quasicircular (QC) initial
parameters have been chosen to create the first round
of simulations to populate NR catalogs. Historically,
two main approaches have been used in order to achieve
the initial parameters leading to QC orbits. The first
was the minimization of an effective potential [10] which
lead to families of close binaries successfully evolved in
the Lazarus approach [II], previous to the 2005 break-
throughs. It was then realized that the post-Newtonian
(PN) approach lead to an alternative approximation to
QC orbits [TT]. Those studies were extended and formal-
ized to third post-Newtonian (3PN) order in Ref. [12] and
served to produce low eccentricity simulations that pop-
ulated the RIT catalogs [7, [[3HI5] for comparable mass
binaries, then used directly to obtain independently pa-
rameter estimations for the O1/02 LIGO observations
[16].

In this paper, we extend further this approach for the
determination of QC parameters to the 3.5PN order to
provide even lower eccentricities, e < 1073, suitable for
modeling sources for the higher sensitivity third gener-
ation (3G) gravitational wave detectors and for the in-
termediate to small mass ratio binaries in the sensitivity

range of the LISA space detector. In fact, as we move
from comparable mass ratios (1/10 < ¢ < 1) to interme-
diate ones (1/100 < ¢ < 1/10) [I7], the computational
requirements to perform simulations from a given ini-
tial orbital frequency (or binary’s separation) increases as
~ ¢~ 2, thus making it steeply costly. In practice, we will
perform simulations from closer distances (thus decreas-
ing computational costs to ~ ¢~!) making it necessary
to include higher PN orders in the QC orbit determina-
tions, and possibly including the particle limit behavior
in the Schwarzschild and Kerr backgrounds when ¢ < 1.

These improved initial low eccentricity determinations
also benefit the iterative approaches [I8] [19] since they
require evolutions of a couple of orbits for each iteration
(becoming costly in the ¢ <« 1 regime), hence a lower
initial e seed reduces the number of needed iterations to
achieve a given level of e ~ 0.

II. APPROXIMATE INITIAL QUASICIRCULAR
ORBITS

Here, we follow the procedure developed in Ref. [12] to
obtain QC orbits, extending it to the full 3.5PN order,
including all spin terms, in the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner
transverse traceless (ADMTT) gauge that we found to
reproduce well the initial coordinates chosen in our full
numerical simulations. We will later proceed to supple-
ment this approach by including the particle limit in the
Schwarzschild and Kerr background cases, with applica-
tions to intermediate to small mass ratio BBH simula-
tions.



A. 3.5PN Hamiltonian

From Ref. [20] the Hamiltonian at 3.5PN order in the
ADMTT gauge can be written as

H = Hyx+ Hipx + Hopn + H3zpn
+Hyoso + HnrLoso + HNNLoSO
+HLos, 5, + HNLOS, S,
+Hros2 + Hxros? + Hross, (1)

where each Hamiltonian in the right-hand side of the
above equation denotes Newtonian (N), 1PN, 2PN, 3PN,
leading-order (LO) spin-orbit (SO), next-to-leading-
order (NLO) SO, next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO)
SO, LO 51-So, NLO S;-S5, LO spin-squared (S?), NLO
S$2, and LO cubic-in-spin (S%) ones, respectively.

For the sake of simplicity, we will assume that the lin-
ear momenta of the black holes are opposed and directed
along the y-axis and that the holes lie along the z-axis in

our initial configuration, so that we can straightforwardly
identify P, with L.

In absence of radiation reaction, the QC conditions in
J

polar coordinates read

OH
— =0. 2
or 2)
These conditions give us an equation for Py = L.

We then evaluate the orbital frequency, 2, as

oOH

the tangential momentum, P;, as

P
P ==2 (4)

r

and finally, the total ADM mass,
Mapy = M + H, (5)

where M = mq + mas.

In the following, we will adopt the units G = 1 = ¢,
and notation, ¢ = mg/m; < 1 for the mass ratio, with
n = q/(1+ q)2, the intrinsic spins ; = S;/m2, and 7 is
the orbital distance between the two black holes.

The explicit results of evaluating the equations above,

computed at 3.5PN order, in terms of Q, are

15, (154299 + 15¢°)(MQ) _ 2((4+30)x12 + (3 + 49 xa2) (MY

Mgq
P = M
e A 61+ 0)?
Q2 2 2

3(1+q)?

—72q(=20 4+ 2x7, — X7, — XT» + 2X12X20 — X1yX2y — X12X2)

—9¢*(—49 + 83, — 4x3, — 4x3.)

—T72¢°(=20 + 2X12 X2z + 2X3, — X1yX2y — X3y — X12X2z — X53.)
+q*(1997 — 727, + 36x7, + 36X7. — 288X12X2e — T2X3, + 144x1y X2y + 36X3,

1441 X2 + 36X2,)] (MQ)P/3

((16 + 29¢ + 2242 + 7¢%) x1= + q(7 + 22¢ + 29¢2 + 16¢%) x2. ) (MQ)?

2(1+q)*

1
51841 + )°

[ —36(—2223 + 696x7, — 60x7, + 4x7.)

+364" (7480 + 4837”4 3187, — 372x7, — 324X7. + 636)X10X20 — 330x3, — 26641y X2y
—1296x3, — 872x12X2- — 1504x3,) — 36¢°(—2223 4 6963, — 60x3, + 4x3.)

+9¢(4837% — 4(—6721 + 1368x7, + 372x73, + 596X7. + 576X1y X2y + 168x12X22))
+2¢°(130417% + 2(53681 4 5940x7, — 111247, — 11124x7, + 11448x1, X204

+5940x3, — 37584x1y X2y — 111243, — 12672x1.x2. — 11124x3.))

+364°(4837% — 2(—3740 + 165x7, + 648x7, + 752x7.

—318X12X2x — 159x3, + 1332x1y X2y + 186X3, + 436x12x2: + 162x3.))

+9¢° (48377 — 4(—6721 + 13683, + 5761y X2y + 372X3, + 168X 12X2. + 596x3,))] (MQ)™/?

1
+432(1 +q)

< [288(1 4 ¢)*(2 + 39)x3. + 288¢(1 + 0)* (7 + 8g)x3. x2-

+x12(288(=37 + 2x7, + 2x7,) — 72¢(355 + 2x7, — 28X7, + 26X12X20 — 40X 1 X2y)
—3¢°(4951 + 4327, — 288x7, + 2640X 15 X220 + 6528X3, — 3264x1y X2y — 3696X3, — 5232x3,)
—18¢* (475 + 168X 12 X20 + 1048X3, — 192x1, X2y — 560x3, — 928X3.)

—T72¢°(39 + 84x3, — 42x3, — 82x3,) + ¢*(—24235 — 20167, + 2304x7,



—6768X 10 X20 — 6768X3, + 9216x1y X2y + 4032x3, + 4896x3.))

+gx2-(216(—13 + 8x7, — 4x73,) + 18¢(—475 + 248x7, — 160x7, — 312x15X20 + 48X 1y X2y)
—724" (355 + 134x1,X20 + 218X3, — 40X15 X2y — 82X3, — 82X3.)

—288¢°(37 + 22x3, — 8x3, — 8X3.)

+3¢*(—4951 + 1248x 7, — 10567, — 6960X 14 X20 — 1008x3,, + 1536x1y X2y + 432x3, + 432x3.)
+¢°(—24235 + 1008x7, — 1152x7, — 24912x1, X2, — 12384x3,

H6624x1, X2y + 48963, + 4896x3.)))] (MQ)*/* |, (6)

for the QC tangential linear momentum F,
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for the ADMTT coordinate separation of the holes, 7.

From these expressions, we can compute the relevant
QC information of the BBH, given an initial orbital fre-
quency. In what follows, we will use this information to
compute the precise location of the individual holes with
respect to the 3.5PN center of mass to optimize the ini-
tial numerical grids set up in the subsequent simulations,
and also evaluate the instantaneous inwards momentum
of the holes via radiation reaction, as in Ref. [12] it was
observed to produce even smaller measured eccentricities
in the actual full numerical simulations.

B. Center of mass vector

To conveniently specify locations of the two black
holes, we need to compute the center of mass vector
G at 3.5PN order. The orbital components of the cen-
ter of mass vector are derived in Ref. [2I], the leading-
order (LO) and next-to-leading order (NLO) spin-orbit
(SO) part from Ref. [22], the S;-Ss interaction term from
Ref. [23], the S? (and S2) part from Ref. [24] and fi-
nally the next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) SO com-
ponent from Ref. [25]. Imposing G = 0 as well as
1 — T2 =7,y = y2 and z; = 29, we find
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Note that here we use the variables r = r(MQ) and P =  where the expressions for M and Egw for the non-
P,(MQ) = P{ = —PJ in the previous subsection. precessing case are given in Ref. [26], while for those in

the precessing case we can use Ref. [27].
Now, from the Hamilton equation
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Finally, using Eq. , we can invert Eq. and
obtain P, in terms of r. Given our particular initial con-
figuration of the black holes along the z-axis, we have
PT':le:_PQx-

While this consistently completes our 3.5PN determi-
nation of the QC parameters for numerical simulations
of BBHs, we would like to consider the special case of
intermediate to small mass ratio binaries to extend and
improve the reduction of eccentricity methods by consid-
ering for the large hole as a Schwarzschild or Kerr back-
ground (as a sort of resummation of PN terms) for the
linear dependence with the mass ratio ¢, while preserving
the 3.5PN terms at all higher powers of q.

D. Small mass ratio

In this subsection, we discuss an additional method,
particularly useful to treat small mass ratio systems, in
which we combine the particle limit and the 3.5PN treat-

J

6473

(

ment of the problem. In particular, starting from the
Kerr metric gff;’” written in quasi-isotropic (QISO) co-
ordinates, we have

GieenDupy = E?g" + P3g%? + 29°'EP,
= —1. (16)
This expression gives us a formula to compute £ which
is our particle’s Hamiltonian in QISO coordinates. To
verify that this is the correct Hamiltonian, one can use
the transformation of coordinates (see Ref. [28])
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1 M32a2nk 7 M*a?nk
k
= - = - — 17
LADM 1 7ap 16 TiD , (17)

where a = S7/M? is the (nondimensional) spin of the
more massive black hole, then perform an expansion of
E obtained from Eq. (16) and verify that it reproduces
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1)

Using this method, the particle Hamiltonian in QISO
coordinates (labeled simply by r = rqiso/M for the sake
of simplicity) becomes

HKerr = -

(a2 — 472 — 4r — 1)3 4+ 16a2r2(a? — 4r(r + 3) — 1)



2(a—1)

a2+4r2—1

(a2+4r2—-1)2 a?2+2ar+a a(a—2r—1) +1

[ a*(a—2r —1)(a+2r + 1)\/ ftt),  Ma UHD) | 2ed2
>< —

4r
(2r4+1)2 —a?

+(a—2r—1)(a—2r+1)(a+2r—1)(a+2r+1)

6473
1

@+ a2 —1)2

1/2
+(2r +1)*(8r(r(2L* +2r(r +2) +3) + 1) + 1)) —2aL

where L = L?/(M?n) is the orbital angular momentum of
the system. We point out that here, in the particle limit,
we are assuming that the particle orbits in the equatorial
plane.

Using the Hamiltonian in Eq. and the method
described in Sec. [TA] one can derive the initial param-
eters in the particle limit » — 0. The idea is now to
combine the 3.5PN Hamiltonian with the particle limit
Hamiltonian. To do so, we should first specify how a
vector transforms under the coordinate transformation

in Eq. ,

Oy
anyISO
= Vipm(@apm) (65 + &4, ) ’

= Vipm(@ipm) + Vapm (@ipw)E! 7(, ,
19

V(SIso(ﬂU‘éIso) = Vipm(*ipm)

relating the QISO coordinates to our preferred ADMTT
gauge. We note that only the r-component of a vec-
tor will change under this coordinate transformation in

Eq. .
For example, to compute the angular momentum P,
we have

P? = Pfpy — P??5PN’77:0 + Plerr- (20)
Similarly, we have
MAPY Z AN NGB AR, (1)

and

ISO __ ,.QISO QISO QISO

rso — T3.5PN ~ T3.5PN|p=0 + "Kerr - (22)

This distinction will be particularly important in the

next section where we put to test this choice of the Kerr

QISO coordinates to associate with the numerical coor-

dinates versus the standard use of the ADMTT coordi-
nates.

III. FULL NUMERICAL TECHNIQUES AND
RESULTS

To test these theoretically improved choices of QC pa-
rameters, we perform a set of comparative full numerical

< —a® +a*(3 —4(r — 3)r) + a®(8r(r(—2L2 + 2r(r +6) — 7) — 3) — 3)

; (18)

TABLE I. Number of orbits and time to merger
spin id ID Name

orbits tmerg

—-0.8 0 3PN 6.57 1118
—0.8 1 3.5PN 6.93 1196
—0.8 2 3.5PN+Schwarzschild 7.04 1220
—0.8 3 3.5PN+KerrQISO 7.14 1241
—0.8 4 3.5PN+KerrADMTT 7.41 1302
—0.4 0 3PN 9.31 1476
—0.4 1 3.5PN 9.48 1513
—0.4 2 3.5PN+Schwarzschild 9.60 1538
—0.4 3 3.5PN-+KerrQISO 9.66 1551
—0.4 4 3.5PN+KerrADMTT 9.72 1564
+0.8 0 3PN 22.74 2591
+0.8 1 3.5PN 22.09 2477
+0.8 2 3.5PN+Schwarzschild 22.31 2515

+0.8 3 3.5PN+KerrQISO 22.15 2488
+0.8 4 3.5PN+KerrADMTT 22.39 2528

simulations for configurations of current interest in the
intermediated mass ratio regime. We will consider three
basic configurations all bearing mass ratio ¢ = 1/16 and
spins of the larger black hole aligned or counteraligned
with the orbital angular momentum of the system with
intrinsic values x = —0.8, —0.4, and +0.8, while the
smaller hole is nonspinning. Initial separations of the
binary have been chosen decreasingly, d/M = 10.0, 9.5,
and 8.0, to compensate in part for the hangup/hangdown
effect [29] [30] that prompts or delays merger for aligned
or counteraligned spin-orbit coupling, respectively.

In Table [, we report the time to merger for each of
the three spinning configurations while choosing five dif-
ferent methods to determine QC orbits. We identify the
initial data by the methods as follows: id 0 is the 3PN
order given in Ref. [12], id 1 is the improvement to 3.5PN
order given here, id 2 is the partial resummation of the
nonspinning terms into a Schwarzschild background for
the linear in ¢ terms, id 3 is the use of the Kerr metric
in the QISO coordinates, and id 4 is the direct use of the
ADMTT gauge transformation given in Eq. to ex-
press also the Kerr metric in these ADMTT coordinates.

Notably, the results for the ‘hangdown’ configurations,
with x = —0.8, and x = —0.4 show an increase in the
merger times tmerg as well as in the number of orbits to
merger with the additions of term in the QC method,
i.e., with increasing id number. This can be interpreted



as due to a lowering of the eccentricity (as higher eccen-
tricity is more efficient in radiating gravitational energy
[31]), and will be confirmed below with direct measures
of the eccentricity in each id case. The case y = +0.8 is
less clear since the 3PN choice seems to produce eccen-
tricity by an overshoot of the holes (at periastron instead
of apastron), but it is also to note here the close start-
ing point at a distance coordinate of d/M = 8.0 and
the large number of orbits to merger due to the strong
hangup effect.

We also display here the distance evolution and a mea-
sure of its eccentricity [32],

ecos(Qt) ~ 727, (23)

for each of the three binary configurations studied here in
Figs. Each of those figures clearly show the different
merger times in spite of starting at the same initial sep-
aration. The 3PN QC data is clearly the one displaying
the largest eccentricity in coordinates. The amplitude
of the orbital oscillations is more clearly exposed in the
bottom plots of 727 and show already a reduction fac-
tor of x2-3 for the 3.5PN choice, and further reduction
for the resummation cases. Next we will quantify these
eccentricities with invariant methods.
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FIG. 1. Evolution of coordinate distance (top) and eccentric-
ity measure 72 (bottom) for the ¢ = 1/16,d = 10M,x =
—0.8 case.

To assess the eccentricity reduction more precisely in a
coordinate independent way, we now consider the eccen-
tricity measured by the amplitude and phase oscillation

£
o
41 — 3PN
3.5PN
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FIG. 2. Evolution of coordinate distance (top) and eccentric-
ity measure r%# (bottom) for the ¢ = 1/16,d = 9.5M,x =
—0.4 case.

of 14(22), the Weyl scalar waveform (£, m) = (2,2) mode
as given in Ref. [12] given by

Ya(22) = A2a(t) explipaa(t)]. (24)

Hence we define the waveform-based eccentricity mea-
sures

= () oo (o)

P

where woy = dpaa/dL.

The results of these evaluations of the eccentricity from
the initial two orbits amplitude e 495 oscillations and fre-
quency (when possible to measure meaningfully) e, o2,
are given in Table E where we also included the egpq
obtained from the using the simple proper distance D
along the line joining the horizons of the holes to evaluate
D?D oscillations amplitude. While this different mea-
sures provide a possible definition of eccentricity (which
is a Newtonian concept, not necessarily well nor uniquely
defined in general relativity), we see the decreasing pat-
tern with the successive approaches within each of the
eccentricity definitions. For each of those measures, in
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FIG. 3. Evolution of coordinate distance (top) and eccentric-
ity measure r*# (bottom) for the ¢ = 1/16,d = 8M, x = +0.8
case.

TABLE II. Waveforms eccentricity.
id spin espd €A22
—0.8 1.82¢-2 3.04e-2
—0.8 8.37e-3 1.03e-2
—0.8 5.61e-3 7.37e-3
—0.8 3.29¢-3 4.53e-3
—0.8 3.30e-3 1.90e-3
—0.4 7.95e-3 7.09e-3
—0.4 4.05e-3 3.52e-3
—0.4 1.47e-3 1.18e-3
—0.4 2.86e-4 1.46e-4
—0.4 1.39e-3 1.48e-3
+0.8 6.00e-3 5.72e-3 4.77e-3
+0.8 4.45e-3 4.27e-3 3.53e-3
40.8 1.57e-3 1.49e-3 1.22¢-3
+0.8 3.50e-3 3.36e-3 2.77e-3
40.8 1.23e-3 1.18e-3 1.09e-3

€w22

B WNRFE O WN O WD = O

particular for all es,q, and eq22, we see the same rela-
tive pattern behavior of decrease of eccentricity, favoring
the Kerr background choice in ADMTT coordinates to
be identified with the full numerical ones.

To quantify the magnitude of the differences due to
eccentricity between the waveforms, we use the matching

TABLE III. Waveforms cross-matching.

id2

0

1 2

3 4

spin
-0.8

id1

1.00000 0.71331 0.71980
0.71331 1.00000 0.99664
0.71980 0.99664 1.00000
0.71410 0.95694 0.97749
0.70901 0.99937 0.99311

0.71410 0.70901
0.95694 0.99937
0.97749 0.99311
1.00000 0.94604
0.94604 1.00000

0

1 2

3 4

spin
-0.4

-

1.00000 0.97944 0.98241
0.97944 1.00000 0.99988
0.98241 0.99988 1.00000
0.97955 1.00000 0.99989
0.95987 0.99671 0.99536

0.97955 0.95987
1.00000 0.99671
0.99989 0.99536
1.00000 0.99667
0.99667 1.00000

0

1 2

3 4

spin
+0.8

[

1.00000 0.99939 0.99976
0.99939 1.00000 0.99978
0.99976 0.99978 1.00000
0.99976 0.99951 0.99994

0.99976 0.99925
0.99951 0.99902
0.99994 0.99939
1.00000 0.99940

0.99925 0.99902 0.99939 0.99940 1.00000

measure,

V(1| ha) (ho | ha)’

as implemented via a complex overlap as described in
Eq. (2) in Ref. [33]:

tnlha) =2 [~ G0 hiar]. (29)

where h(f) is the Fourier transform of h(t) and S, (f) is
the power spectral density of the detector noise (here,
taken to be identically equal to 1 since we are inter-
ested in the direct waveforms comparisons). We adopt
the leading modes (£, m) = (2,2) of ¢4 for the computa-
tions and we do not maximize over an overall constant
time shift and an overall constant phase shift as is usu-
ally done for parameter estimation of gravitational waves
signals [34].

The results are presented in Table[[Tl] as a cross-match
between all the five approximation of QC parameters for
the three cases of spins aligned and counteraligned stud-
ied here. We find the largest deviations between wave-
forms from the original 3PN data for the counteraligned
spin configurations. We also note the preference of the
ADMTT coordinates in the Kerr resummation case over
the QISO coordinates identification with the numerical
coordinates. The aligned spin case, with its tight orbits
due to the strong hangup effect shows notable agreement
between all waveforms.

In summary, all these results provide a consistent rela-
tive reduction of the eccentricity with the successive PN
approximations to QC orbits and, notably, a preferences
of the ADMTT gauge over the QISO in the Kerr case



(for Schwarzschild isotropic coordinates are also in the
ADMTT gauge) for our full numerical set up.

We finally construct the strain h waveforms from the
double integration of the Weyl scalar 4. The strain was
computed by taking the Fourier transform of 14, remov-
ing modes in a small region around w = 0, then dividing
by —w? and taking the inverse Fourier transform as de-
tailed in Refs. [32, 35]. In Fig. [4 we display for all three
spin cases the strain (2,2)-mode at an observer location
r = 113M for the QC choice of the 3.5PN+Kerr method
in ADMTT coordinates. Note the smooth amplitude in-
crease (after initial data settling) up to the merger char-
acteristic of the non-eccentric (nonprecessing) black hole
binaries. These prototypical waveforms will serve as a
base for the construction of a first catalog of full numer-
ical simulations in the intermediate mass ratio regime.

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000

10

-10

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
t/m

FIG. 4. Strain waveform for the 3.5PN+KerrADMTT QC
data for the three cases studied here ¢ = 1/16,d = 10M, x =
—0.8 (top); ¢ = 1/16,d = 9.5M,x = —0.4 (middle); ¢ =
1/16,d = 8 M, x = +0.8 (bottom); respectively.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We thus conclude through the analysis of different ec-
centricity measures that 3.5PN extension to QC parame-
ters provides a clear benefit over 3PN for the close initial
configurations needed when dealing with intermediate to
small mass ratio binaries. We also have seen a further
improvement when including the Schwarzschild limit and
when spins are large the inclusion of the Kerr background
in the ADMTT gauge expansion. These improvements
on the low eccentricity initial parameters of intermediate
to small mass ratio binaries will have a direct applications
to the next generation of full numerical simulations cat-
alogues to cover the parameter space relevant to ground
third generation and space LISA gravitational wave ob-
servatories.

It is also worth noting here that the parameter space
of the simulations should also include specific coverage of
the initial eccentricity, in addition to the QC cases, since
for some 3G and LISA sources it is expected that some
residual eccentricity of the merging binary may survive
while entering their sensitivity low frequency band. For
instance, this can be achieved by choosing initial e = 0.1,
0.2, etc. values from the inception of the full numerical
simulations by using Ref. [36]. An especially intriguing
case is GW190521, which matches well to highly eccentric
comparable masses full numerical simulations [37].
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Appendix A: Approximate initial data in terms of
radial distance

In many practical applications, one chooses to compare
full numerical simulations from the same initial separa-
tion of the holes r. Here, we provide the explicit basic
expressions for the initial QC parameters P; and Map,
as well as the inverse to the Eq. for MQ(r).
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The tangential linear momentum P; expressed in term of the separation of the holes r in ADMTT coordinates
is given by

_ M{128+ 256M  96((4 + 3g)x12 + q(3 + 4g)x2-) (M)3/2

Lo 1M
M 128V r r (1+q)? 7

8
+W {6(7 —4xT, +2x3, + 2x3.) + a(41 — 48x1u X2 + 24X1y X2y + 24X12X2:

M 2
+6q(7 — A3, + 2x3, + 2xi)>} ()

~ 8((72+ (116 + q(60 + 139)))x1= + q(13 + 4g(15 + ¢(29 + 189)))x2-) (M>5/2
(I+4q)*

1
Tt {1637r2q(1 +q)% + 32(15 — 20x7, — 2x1, + 16x7.) + 4q(—659 + 567, + 48X 12X 20

—8X1y(20X1y + 27x2y) — 8¢ (—15 + 20x3, + 2X3,) + ¢°(—659 + 48X12 X2 — 8X2(27X1y + 20X2y))
+q(—1532 + 118x7, — 27x1. + 140x10X20 + 1183, — 16(8x7, + 29X1yX2y + 8X3,))

M
+2(60 + ¢(133 4 60q) ) x12X2- + ¢(—27 + 8¢(7 + 16q))x§z)} <r>

r

+

+ﬁ { —20(1+q)*(4 4 @)xi. — 60g(1 + q)*(3 + 2¢)xT. x2= + X12(4(—87 + 80x7, — 20x7,)
+10g(—67 = 18xT, + 36x12(2X12 + X22)) + 12¢° (=21 + 40x3, + 70x12 X0 — 30X3,

—10(x1y — 2X2y) (X1y + X2y) + 10x3.) + 5¢*(—29 + 24(X12 — IX20) X220

+24x2y (X1y + 5x2y) + 96X3.) + ¢°(—103 — 360x3, + 1803, + 180x3.)

+¢*(27 = 20x7, + 40(2X10 — 3X22) (X12 + IX2x) + 240X 1y X2y + 660X3, + 420x3.))

+qx2:(—103 + 360x7, — 180x7, + q(5(—29 + 216x7, — 120x7,)

—q(—27 + 252q + 670¢° + 348¢° — 10807, — 360gx7, + 60(11 + 49)x7,)

—120(1 + q)*(1 + 3¢)x12X20 — 80g(1 + 9)*(1 + 49)x5, — 120(1 + ¢)* X1y X2y

7/2
+200(1 40P+ 40, + 20000+ 00+ a0k | () (A1)

The ADM mass of the system Mapy expressed in term of the separation of the holes 7 in ADMTT coordinates is
given by

MQ =

1 (MNP qy 1926450+ 3¢)M _ 96((4+3)x1- + 3+ d)xes) (M
384 \ r (1+4q)%r (1+q)? r

24

“Trot {16(1 +¢)%(9 + 11q + 9¢%) — 2(63 + 221q + 319¢* + 221¢° + 63¢™)
q

—(1+¢)*(6(7 — 4x3, + 2x3, + 2x3.)

2

M
+q(41 — 48X12X20 + 24X 1y X2y + 24X12X22 + 6¢(7 — 4x3, + 2X5, + 2x§z)))] <T>

+72((16 + 30 + 34¢” + 13¢°)x1- + q(13 + 34¢ + 30¢° 4 16¢°)x2.) (M 5/2
(1+9)1

48(—10 + 38x7, — 43x1, — Tx1.) + 4¢*(—10049 + 5017* + 930x7, — 6607,

r

1
TaTar {
—405X3, + 5124X 14 X220 + 3546X3, — 4872x1y X2y — 3216x3, — 1914x1.X2-
—1233x3,) + 4¢°(—10049 + 5017> + 35467, — 3216x7, — 1233X7. + 512412 X20
+930x3, — 4872x1y X2y — 660x3, — 1914x1.X2- — 405x3,)
+48¢°(—10 + 38x3, — 43x3, — TX3.) + q(5017> + 16(—686 + 498x7, — 513x3,
—135x%, + 36012 X2z — 324X 1y X2y — 144x12X22))
+6¢° (50172 + 4(—2470 + 490x7, — 390x7, — 197x7,
+1228x 15 X22 + 490x3, — 1192x1y X2y — 390X3, — 446X12x2: — 197X53,))
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+¢°(5017% 4+ 16(—686 + 36012 X2z
M 3
+498x3, — 324x1y X2y — 513X3, — 144x12X2: — 135X§Z))] (r>

12
T e |20+ O (4 )i+ 360(1+ ) (B + 20)xi.xe

+axa-(—27(=5 + 8x3, — 4x3,) + ¢(385 — 6487, + 360x73, + T2X1aX20 + T2X1yX2y)
+q* (377 — 2167, + 144x7, + 504x12X20 + 288X3, + T2X1yX2y

—T2x3, — 72x3.) + 99" (43 + 24X 10 X220 + 48X3, — 12x3, — 12x3.)

+3¢%(121 — 2167, + 132x7, + 120X12X20

+16x5, + 48x1y X2y — 4X5, — 4X3,) + 24¢° (7 + 8X3, — 2x3, — 2X5.))

X012 (24(7 = 8xT, + 2x7,) — 99(—43 +48xT, — 12x7, + 24x12X22)

+27¢° (5 + 8x3, — 4x3, — 4x5.) — ¢* (=377 + 288x1, — 72x1, + 504x12 X2z

—216x3, + T2x1yX2y + 144X3, + 72x3.) — 3¢° (=121 + 167, — 4x3,

+120xX 10 X202 — 216X3, + 48X1y X2y + 132X3, + 84x3.)

7/2
M
(385 -+ T2xaras — 648, + T2 + 30003, + 288¢.)| () } (A2)

The orbital angular frequency M) expressed in term of the separation of the holes » in ADMTT coordinates is

given by

Mapm

M

" 3’4y (14 q)*r a (14 q)? r
24

(1+g)*

+8¢(2 — 2x12(X12 + X2z) + X1y(X1y + X2y)

Fx12 (X1 + X22)) + 86%(2 — 2X00 (X120 + X2a) + X2y (X1y + X2y) + X22 (X152 + X22))

+¢°(13 = 8(x3, + 4X12X22 + X32) + 4(XT, + 4X19X20 + X3)

M 2

| 24((32 + q(42 + g(14 + )1 + a(1 + 24(7 + q(21 + 169)))x2.) (M)*’” ?
(1+q9)* r

+ﬁ [537 — 1248x7, + 48x7, + 12007, + ¢(—3497 4 2437*(1 + ¢)*

72784)&% — 14414 (5x1y + 8X2y) + 144x1.(23x1- + 10x22)

+3¢%(—9787 + 3043, + 352x2. + 288X 12 X2: + 304x3,

—16(47x3, + 156X 1y X2y + 47X3,) + 2976x1-X2: + 352X3.)

+3¢° (179 — 4163, + 16x3, + 400x3,) — ¢* (3497 + 2784x3, + 144x2, (8x1y + 5x2y)

—144(16x3,, + 34x1y X2y + 5X5,) + 72(43X3. + 82X12X2= + X3.))

+¢°(—18707 + 600x7, + 432X 12 X20 — 1224x3, — 144(5x7, + 34x1yX2y + 16X3,)

M 3
+72(sz + 82X12X22 + 43X§z))):| (’I">

g { 1994 BT +q(A3+T79)M  96((4 +39)x1» +q(3 + 49)x2) <M>3/2

+ [9 —8xT, +4X5, + 4xT. + ¢ (9 — 8x3, + 4x3, + 4x3.)

—ﬁ 12(1 4 ¢)*(12 4 5¢)x3. + 12q(1 + ¢)*(29 + 22¢) X3, x2=

+ax2-(128 — 504x7, + 252x7, + q(181 — 1536x7, + 24x1, (35x1y + Ix2y)

+4¢° (136 + 30X 22 (2X12 + 5X22) + 3(8X1y — Tx2y) X2y — 21X3.)

+3¢2(27 — 176x3, + 112x3, + 160X12X20 + 112X3, + 136X1, X2y — 8X3, — 8X3.)

+24¢* (13 + 12x3, — 2x5, — 2X3.) + 49(—22 + 6(—65x7, + 10x12X22 + X3,

+3(77xT, + 44x1y X2y + X3y) + 3X32))) + x12(24(13 — 20x3, + 6x3,)

+q(544 + 348x3, — 2414 (ATX10 + 26X20) + 96X 1y X2y + 4% (32 + 903, — 45x3, — 21x3.)
—3q(—27 + 272x3, — 88x3, + 512X10X20 — 112X3, — 40x1y X2y + 80X3, + 8x3.)

—4q%(22 + 42x3, — 15X3, + 300X 10 X202 — 258X3, + 12x1y X2y + 165x3, + 33x3.)
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M 7/2
—¢* (=181 4 96(3X12 — 11x22) X2z + 72X1yX2y + 6003, + 192x§z)))} <r> } (A3)
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